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Senate

The Senate was not in session today. Its next meeting will be held on Monday, May 9, 2005, at 2 p.m.

House of Representatives

The House met at 12:30 p.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. PETRI).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
May 3, 2005.

I hereby appoint the Honorable THOMAS E.
PETRI to act as Speaker pro tempore on this
day.

J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

———

MORNING HOUR DEBATES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 4, 2005, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning hour debates. The Chair will
alternate recognition between the par-
ties, with each party limited to not to
exceed 30 minutes, and each Member,
except the majority leader, the minor-
ity leader, or the minority whip, lim-
ited to not to exceed 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZzIO) for 5 min-
utes.

———

SOCIAL SECURITY WILL NOT GO
BANKRUPT

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, well, last
week the President finally revealed a
few more specifics about the direction
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he wants to take to deal with the po-
tential, possible, future funding short-
falls in Social Security. He used some
unfortunate verbiage. He said Social
Security will be bankrupt in 2041. It
will not be bankrupt; it will pay 75 per-
cent of promised benefits under very
conservative economic assumptions
into the indefinite future, or 2053 if we
use the estimates of the Republican
Congressional Budget Office. So it
would not be bankrupt in any sense.

But he did talk about the possibility
there could be a shortfall in Social Se-
curity starting 40 or 50 years from
today. That is progress that he is be-
ginning to talk about that problem. He
actually offered a solution, for once.
His privatization plan he has admitted
would in fact make Social Security’s
finances worse, has nothing to do with
dealing with the future possible poten-
tial shortfalls in the Social Security
trust fund, the program as we know it
today. He said, finally, let us talk
about how we might get there.

He cloaked benefit cuts in a veneer in
high-falutin rhetoric. He called it pro-
gressive indexing of wages. What he is
talking about is benefit cuts. Who
would pay the benefit cuts? Let us take
someone who is 22 years old, graduated
from college last year. They are a pub-
lic schoolteacher. They are going to
work the next 40 years as a public
schoolteacher and hope to retire in
their 60s with a Social Security ben-
efit. If they earn $36,000 average over
their lifetime, their benefits would be
cut by 16 percent, $3,000 a year. Their
proposed benefit would go from $19,800
down to $16,500. These are calculations

of the Social Security actuaries of the
President’s proposed cuts.

Now let us say that young person
graduating from college is going to be-
come an entrepreneur, small business
person and do pretty well with a truly
small business, and they average
$58,000 a year throughout their life-
time. What would the President do to
them? He would cut their Social Secu-
rity Dbenefit from $26,000 to $19,800
which would be a 25-percent cut which
they could get if Social Security went,
under the President’s words, bankrupt.
That is if Congress did nothing and So-
cial Security had a shortfall starting 40
or 50 years from today. Under the
worst-case scenario, that person would
get the same. But the President wants
to guarantee a cut in that person’s ben-
efits. Remember, this does not have
anything to do with the President’s
privatization plan which would further
undermine the finances of Social Secu-
rity and accelerate the date of what
the President calls bankruptcy, others
call trust fund exhaustion, I call ben-
efit reductions.

The funny thing is that half of the
American people pay more in taxes to
Social Security than Federal income
taxes. They have a lot invested in this
program, and they would like to see
the benefits when they retire.

Now, it is a little different for rich
people. Let us take the President on
his modest $400,000 which is a lot less
than he earns from his private invest-
ments. Let us just take his salary and
pretend that is all he has. He stopped
paying Social Security taxes on the
morning of March 24. That American
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that earns $36,000 or $58,000 or even
$90,000 pays Social Security tax every
day of the year, this year, with the ex-
pectation they will get a benefit; but
not so for people who earn more,
$90,000, including Members of Congress.
When income hits $90,000, the tax goes
away. The President stopped paying on
March 24, and he wants to cut the bene-
fits of people who pay that tax every
day this year, many of them a bigger
tax than they pay to the Federal Gov-
ernment under income taxes, particu-
larly low-income people.

Let us take some other friends of the
President. The heads of Viacom, Tom
Freston and Les Moonves, they stopped
paying the Social Security tax at 4
a.m. on January 2 because they earn
$77,000 a day. So at 4 a.m. on January
2, their obligations to Social Security
went away. Despite their huge $20 mil-
lion salary, they will pay one one-thou-
sandth of 1 percent of their salary to
Social Security, but working Ameri-
cans are going to pay 6.2 percent of
every paycheck and self-employed will
pay 12.4 percent of every paycheck, and
the President wants to cut their bene-
fits. But he does not want to cut the
tax cuts for Mr. Moonves or Mr.
Freston, and he does not want to cut
the tax cuts for himself.

There is a better way to solve the So-
cial Security problem, and I will talk
about that another day.

————

CONSTITUTION OPTION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 4, 2005, the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. CHABOT) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, for sev-
eral years now, President Bush’s judi-
cial nominees have been filibustered,
including those who would fill four va-
cancies in the Sixth Circuit Court of
Appeals located in my district in Cin-
cinnati, Ohio. This is unprecedented.

Some would have us believe blocking
judicial nominations is a long and re-
vered tradition. Nothing could be fur-
ther from the truth. Never before have
judicial nominees with clear majority
support been denied the courtesy of an
up-or-down vote. Not once.

The filibuster is not part of the Con-
stitution. It is not even part of the old
Senate rules. While it is a useful tool
when considering legislation, and
should remain as such, we cannot allow
filibustering of judicial nominations.
Each time a nominee is denied an up-
or-down vote, the impact is vast. Not
only is our Federal judiciary weakened,
but our Constitution becomes more
vulnerable; and as chairman of the
Subcommittee on the Constitution, let
me emphasize that these actions are
unprecedented and should be abhorrent
to those of us who are bound by oath to
uphold our country’s most sacred docu-
ment, the United States Constitution.
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ASTHMA AWARENESS DAY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 4, 2005, the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. STEARNS) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, tomor-
row is Asthma Awareness Day. I rise to
celebrate the October 2003 enacted
Asthmatic Students Treatment and
Health Management Act, ASTHMA. It
is now Public Law 108-377 and was H.R.
2023 in the House and the Senate bill
was S. 2815. I introduced this with the
gentleman from Rhode Island (Mr.
KENNEDY), and Senator ENzI and Sen-
ator KENNEDY carried the mantle there.

Mr. Speaker, this law provides incen-
tives for States to pass favorable laws
that guarantee that students can carry
and use prescribed medicine and ana-
phylaxis medications while in school.
It is not a mandate, and incurs no new
spending. The idea has been germi-
nating since the early 1990s and has
been building momentum since.

On Asthma Awareness Day, May 7,
2003, there were only 20 asthma-friend-
ly States in our United States. Even
more limiting, of these 20, only nine
extended that protection even further
to anaphylaxis medication like epi-
nephrine auto-injectors. Today, accord-
ing to the Allergy and Asthma Net-
work, Mothers of Asthmatics, we have
a strong number of 41 States protecting
for asthma, 26 for asthma plus anaphy-
laxis, and four have legislation pending
for both conditions. Four that have
asthma laws have legislation pending
for anaphylaxis, and there is one State
just getting started and has legislation
that is pending for asthma anaphy-
laxis-carrying students.

Mr. Speaker, this is a dramatic up-
swing for our children. I am especially
proud to report what is going on in
Florida. Florida has been an inhaler-
friendly State for years, but now there
is legislation pending to include epi-
nephrine auto-injectors.

My friend and constituent, Dr. Karl
Altenberger, an allergist in Ocala,
Florida, has been active in advancing
this for his patients in the Florida
State legislature. He is to be com-
mended. This bill passed last week and
is ready for the Governor’s signature.

Just yesterday, the Orlando Sentinel
reported ‘‘Girl fights for allergy law as
lives depend on it.”” In Celebration, a
central Florida town, lives 9-year-old
Kelsey Ryan. ‘“‘Severely allergic to pea-
nuts, she has never known life without
her EpiPen. The dose of adrenaline in-
side could save her life and is with her
at all times: in classrooms, on field
trips, and during school activities. Now
Kelsey has been urging Tallahassee
lawmakers to pass a bill that would
allow the estimated 100,000 Florida
school children with life-threatening
allergies the same access to this
EpiPen.

Kelsey has testified before four Tal-
lahassee committees since February,
meeting lawmakers and passing out
practice injectors urging them to pass
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the bill. We might call Kelsey a true
respiration inspiration. She shares a
quote, ‘“‘My mom told me in some
schools, there are children like myself
who need the EpiPen with them, but it
is locked far away in the clinic.”” She
told the committee that if someone
needed their EpiPen, it might not get
to them in time.

Kelsey’s charisma and dedication led
legislators in Tallahassee to rename
H.B. 279 the Kelsey Ryan Act. More
than 60 State legislators cosponsored
the bill which the House passed earlier
this month 114 to 0. The Senate passed
it last week, and it is on the desk of
Governor Jeb Bush.

Brenda Olson, director of govern-
mental affairs for the American Lung
Association of Florida points out that
“most schools in Florida do not allow
students to carry the EpiPen.” As we
have been saying for years, ‘“‘Moments
count when these reactions start.”

Kelsey’s mother, Blair Ryan, empha-
sized another point we made in our bill,
H.R. 2023, that this is a team effort be-
tween the student, the parents, the
physician, and the school. If a parent
and physician believe that a student is
mature and competent to treat him or
herself, a school should not impede this
medical regimen, but help it work for
the student.

Currently, school districts across
Florida have different policies on this
matter, and some may well not serve a
student who just accidentally got
stung by a bee or ate a cookie with an
unknown walnut. Officials in Volusia
and Orange counties said the majority
of EpiPen are kept locked in school
clinics. This is disastrous for the stu-
dent’s health and potentially a lawsuit
on the school.

In conclusion, I am pleased with the
strong progress on this issue here in
our Nation’s Capitol and in the State
houses. I invite everyone to join us in
the Cannon Caucus Room tomorrow at
11:30 a.m. for a congressional briefing
followed by free asthma screenings and
asthma health clinics and exhibits
from 1 to 3:30 p.m. This year, Asthma
Awareness Day is truly a breath of
fresh air.

Mr. Speaker, tomorrow, is Asthma Aware-
ness Day and | rise to celebrate the October
2003-enacted Asthmatic Students Treatment
and Health Management Act (ASTHMA). What
is now P.l. 108-377, and was H.R. 2023 in the
House and S. 2815 in the Senate, | had intro-
duced on 2003’s Asthma Awareness Day with
my friend Representative PATRICK KENNEDY
from Rhode Island. In the Senate, Senator
ENzI and Senator KENNEDY carried the mantel.

This law provides incentives for States to
pass favorable laws guaranteeing that stu-
dents can carry and use prescribed asthma
and anaphylaxis (anna full AXE iss) medica-
tions while at school. It is not a mandate, and
it incurs no new spending. This idea has been
germinating since the late 1990s, and has
been building momentum since. On Asthma
Awareness Day, May 7, 2003, there were only
20 “asthma-friendly” States. Even more lim-
iting, of these 20 only 9 extended that protec-
tion even further to anaphylaxis (anna full AXE
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iss) medication, like epinephrine auto-injectors.
Today, according to the Allergy and Asthma
Network, Mothers of Asthmatics, a grand-slam
of 41 States protect for asthma, 26 for asthma
plus anaphylaxis, 4 have legislation pending
for both conditions, 4 that already have asth-
ma laws have legislation pending for anaphy-
laxis, and 1 State is just getting started and
has legislation pending for asthma. This is a
dramatic upswing for our children.

| am especially proud to report what is going
on in Florida. Florida has been inhaler-friendly
for years, but now there is legislation pending
to include epinephrine auto-injectors. My friend
and constituent Karl Altenberger, MD, an aller-
gist in Ocala, FL has been active on advanc-
ing this for his patients for years in the Florida
State legislature. The bill passed last week
and is ready for the Governor.

Just yesterday (May 2nd), the Orlando Sen-
tinel reported that “Girl fights for allergy law as
if lives depend on it.” In Celebration, a central
Florida town, lives 9-year-old Kelsey Ryan.
“Severely allergic to peanuts, (she) has never
known life without her EpiPen. The dose of
adrenaline inside could save her life and is
with her at all times: in her classroom, on field
trips and during after-school activities.

Now Kelsey has been urging Tallahassee
lawmakers to pass a bill that would allow the
estimated 100,000 Florida schoolchildren with
life-threatening allergies the same access to
their EpiPens—also known as epinephrine
auto-injectors.

Kelsey has testified before four Tallahassee
committees since February, meeting law-
makers and passing out practice injectors with
tags urging them to pass the bill.” We might
call Kelsey a true respiration inspiration. She
shares that “My mom told me that in some
other schools there’s children like myself who
need their EpiPen with them, but it’s locked up
far away in the clinic,” Kelsey told one com-
mittee. “If they somehow needed their EpiPen,
it might not get to them in time.”

Kelsey’s “charisma and dedication led legis-
lators in Tallahassee to rename H.B. 279 the
“Kelsey Ryan Act.” More than 60 State rep-
resentatives co-sponsored the bill, which the
House passed earlier this month 114-0. The
Senate passed it last week and it is on the
desk of Governor Jeb Bush.

Brenda Olsen, director of governmental af-
fairs for the American Lung Association of
Florida, points out that “Most schools in the
State of Florida do not allow students to carry
their EpiPens,” and, as we have been saying
for years, “Moments count when these reac-
tions start.”

Kelsey’s mother, Blair Ryan, emphasizes
another point we made in H.R. 2003: This is
a “team effort” between the student, the par-
ents, the physician, and the school. If a parent
and physician believe that a student is mature
and competent to treat him or herself, a
school should not impede this medical regi-
men, but help it work for the student. Cur-
rently, school districts across Florida vary on
their policies, and some may not well-serve a
student who just accidentally got stung by a
bee, or ate a cookie with an unknown walnut.
In the Sentinel article, officials in Volusia and
Orange counties said the majority of EpiPens
are kept locked in school clinics. This could
prove to be just disastrous, for the student’s
health, and potentially as a lawsuit to the
school.

| am pleased with the strong momentous
progress of this issue here in our Nation’s
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capital and in our statehouses. | invite every-
one to join us in the Cannon Caucus room to-
morrow at 11:30 a.m. for a Congressional
Briefing, followed by free asthma screenings
and asthma health exhibits from 1-2:30 p.m.
This year's Asthma Awareness Day is truly a
breath of fresh air.

———

SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS
CONFERENCE REPORT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 4, 2005, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. DREIER) is recognized dur-
ing morning hour debates for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, tomorrow
in the Committee on Rules and on
Thursday on the House floor under the
able leadership of the gentleman from
California (Mr. LEWIS), chairman of the
Committee on Appropriations, we will
be considering and voting with, I am
sure, strong bipartisan support, we will
be voting out the conference report on
the supplemental appropriations bill
focused on providing very important
assistance to our effort in Iraq, the
men and women there, and also aid to
the victims of the tragic tsunami that
we saw take place last year.

We also are very Dpleased that in-
cluded in that legislation is an item
which the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
HASTERT) made a commitment to last
fall that would be there when we were
working on implementations of the
recommendations from the 9/11 Com-
mission, the intelligence conference re-
port.

To refresh the memories of our col-
leagues, there were many of us, Repub-
lican conferees on the House side espe-
cially, who were pushing to include
very important border security provi-
sions.
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Unfortunately, our colleagues in the
other body refused to include those. We
went ahead and passed out, again with
strong bipartisan support, the legisla-
tion that implemented the rec-
ommendations of the 9/11 Commission,
including the establishment of a new
Director of National Intelligence and
very important measures to increase
the size of our border patrol as well as
other important items dealing with the
issue of intelligence. We were unable,
because, as I said, our colleagues in the
other body would not include it, to
have the border security issues which
we are going to be including in this
supplemental appropriation bill. Again,
Speaker HASTERT made a very good
commitment that we would have it on
the first must-pass piece of legislation.

Those provisions, Mr. Speaker, are
very, very important. They are de-
signed to ensure that driver’s licenses
do not get into the hands of people who
are here illegally. It also is designed to
complete the 3%-mile gap in the border
fence which exists along the border be-
tween Mexico and the United States,
between San Diego and Tijuana. We, I
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believe, are going to be much better off
with these items that are included.

But as we move beyond this issue, it
is important for us to also focus on
other priorities that we have legisla-
tively to deal with the border security
issue. Next week we are scheduled to
have a hearing in the Judiciary Com-
mittee’s Subcommittee on Immigra-
tion on H.R. 98, a measure which enjoys
bipartisan support. I am proud that the
lead cosponsor of the legislation is the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. REYES),
former chairman of the Hispanic Cau-
cus, and we have support from a wide
range of Members.

H.R. 98, Mr. Speaker, establishes a
counterfeit-proof Social Security card.
We know that there are employers out
there who are required under the em-
ployer sanctions provisions of the 1986
Immigration Reform and Control Act
to ask for documents when they are
hiring people, a birth certificate, driv-
er’s licenses, other things. The exist-
ence of a counterfeit-proof Social Secu-
rity card will make it easier for the
employer with a card like this, and
they will simply take and swipe this
card or call a toll-free number and be
able to determine whether or not some-
one is an American citizen, here on a
work permit or what their status is. If
they do not have this card, they will
not be able to get a job; and if employ-
ers hire them, we have increased by 400
percent the penalty for those employ-
ers and we call for the establishment in
H.R. 98 of 10,000 enforcement agents
who will make sure that employers are
actually complying with the law and
not hiring people here illegally.

The bill is called H.R. 98, Mr. Speak-
er, because according to T.J. Bonner,
the president of the National Border
Patrol Council, it will reduce by 98 per-
cent the number of illegal border cross-
ings. So we believe very strongly that
implementation of a national counter-
feit-proof Social Security card, which
is not a national identification card,
only required for people who are look-
ing for a new job, is one of the most
important ways that we can deal with
our very, very important border secu-
rity issue.

We look forward to the passage of the
supplemental appropriations bill here
on the floor on Thursday. We also look
forward to what we hope to be very,
very growing support for passage of
H.R. 98.

———
SOCIAL SECURITY

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PETRI). Pursuant to the order of the
House of January 4, 2005, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. GEORGE
MILLER) is recognized during morning
hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, this last weekend I held a
town hall meeting on Social Security
in my hometown of Martinez. I must
say that the audience was quite
stunned to learn that not only was
President Bush continuing his drive for
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the privatization of Social Security,
which would borrow trillions of dollars
from the Social Security trust fund
and drive it deeper into debt and im-
peril its opportunities to achieve sol-
vency, but now he was offering some-
thing called progressive indexing,
which would be a substantial cut in
benefits under Social Security to mid-
dle-class recipients.

They were quite stunned to learn
that those individuals who pay into So-
cial Security every week from their
paychecks, every month from their
paychecks and all year long from their
paychecks, that the President was now
suggesting that they should take a cut
in their benefits as a way of restoring
solvency. They were not just stunned
that the President was suggesting this
one-two assault on Social Security, but
they were also quite alarmed to learn
that the President apparently has no
intention of paying back the some $700
billion that his administration has bor-
rowed from the Social Security trust
fund, that the trust fund is, in fact, not
being honored, the people that pay into
that trust fund every year to the tune
of some $160 billion, that that money is
now being taken out to use for other
functions of the government, whether
it is the war in Iraq or whether it is the
general spending of the government.

It is very clear that they want that
trust fund restored. It is a trust fund.
They are paying into it because they
believe that that money is going to be
put there, loaned to the government,
replaced by Treasury bills, but it will
be there for their use, for their annu-
ities that they are buying every week
when they pay into the Social Security
fund.

But that is not what the President is
suggesting. The President is sug-
gesting, as he does in the budget that
this House passed last week, that he
will continue to borrow $160 billion out
of the trust fund and, as he said when
he went to West Virginia, it is really
not a trust fund, there is no trust
there, so apparently he is the first
President since we started Social Secu-
rity who has suggested that he may not
pay the trust fund back.

That is just unacceptable to my con-
stituents at the town hall in Martinez.
I think it is unacceptable to the over-
whelming number of the American pub-
lic who believe that the reason they
are paying into Social Security is so
that they can have some level of finan-
cial security upon their retirement.

Social Security, for the current retir-
ees, supplies over half of their retire-
ment income. Sure, we all want to
make it easier and better and more
likely that Americans will save for
their retirement. But that has not hap-
pened. Hopefully it will happen in the
future. But Social Security is a very
important part of people’s retirements.
When they look at the efforts by cor-
porations to get rid of their retirement
plans, when they look at the difficulty
they are having as middle-class fami-
lies to save not only for their child’s
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education but for their retirement,
they recognize how important it is that
the Social Security trust fund be main-
tained.

But now this President comes along
and suggests that that is not the case,
that he is going to put an assault on
that trust fund with the privatization
of Social Security and then he is going
to come along and cut the benefits to
middle-class Social Security recipients
who have paid into that trust fund
throughout their entire working life. I
think it is very clear that not only is
this plan unacceptable to the vast
numbers of Americans who have had a
chance to take a look at it, but hope-
fully it will become unacceptable to
this Congress as stewards of that trust
fund.

But first and foremost, what the
American people want us to do is to
stop taking the money out of the trust
fund to fund the rest of the govern-
ment. We have got to honor what we
set out to do in 1983 under the bipar-

tisan agreement of Speaker Tip
O’Neill, an icon of the Democratic
Party, President Ronald Reagan, an

icon of the Republican Party, when
they sat down and hammered out a bi-
partisan agreement.

Part of that agreement was to create
a trust fund, not some honey pot that
any Member of Congress could go into
and take out for whatever purpose they
want but a trust fund for the retire-
ment of millions and millions of Amer-
icans and their families.

It is important that we honor that,
Mr. Speaker.

———
LOWELL STOUT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 4, 2005, the gentleman from New
Mexico (Mr. PEARCE) is recognized dur-
ing morning hour debates for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to salute Lowell Stout, a good
friend who recently passed away in
Hobbs, New Mexico.

Lowell was an attorney there. He
moved to the area from OKklahoma
after the Dust Bowl days in the 1930s.
He always called himself a proud son of
a sharecropper from Blaine Bottom,
Oklahoma.

Lowell worked his way through
school as a roughneck on drilling rigs.
He also worked as an oil field roust-
about. During the Korean War, he
served in the Army. After his time in
the service, he returned to Hobbs to
practice law defending a variety of
civil litigation matters. Later he began
to specialize, representing the small
guy in personal injury, plaintiff-related
matters.

Lowell became a fellow of the Amer-
ican College of Trial Lawyers in 1981.
He was selected to be included among
the ‘“‘Best Lawyers in America.” He
was an early inductee into the Joe
Roehl Circle of Honor which honors the
finest trial lawyers in New Mexico.
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I never asked Lowell if he was a Dem-
ocrat or Republican. I suspect he was a
Democrat. We never talked much about
politics because we shared a common
belief that the family was paramount.
Lowell was the parent of Mark and
Georgiann. Georgiann and I went to
school together and graduated. She
went on to San Francisco and lives
there today. Son Mark stays in Hobbs.
He and his wife Cindy have raised their
family there.

The abiding memory of Mr. Stout is
that he was always with his wife
Liliane. They raised their family in
Hobbs. He was a dedicated family man.
In these days of partisan politics, I
know that many times Mr. Stout dis-
agreed with my opinions, but he frank-
ly encouraged me to do the best that I
could. He did the best that he could. I
think that we ought to learn by his ex-
ample: dedication and commitment to
family, dedication and commitment to
a wife.

Again, I salute Lowell Stout, a great
lawyer, a fine human being, a friend
and the father of friends of mine and
the husband of a friend of mine.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until 2
p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 56
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess until 2 p.m.

——
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. BOOZMAN) at 2 p.m.

———
PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P.
Coughlin, offered the following prayer:

Eternal Father, You are ever present
to Your people, especially the young
and the most vulnerable of society. As
we pray for the Members of the United
States House of Representatives today,
we strain with eyes of faith to peer
into the future. We know, Lord, that
even now, You are preparing us for an
uncertain age to come. By blessing this
country with energetic and intelligent
young people who have a clear vision of
just what is right and a vibrant aware-
ness of those suffering in the world,
You are already providing our Nation
with young leaders for tomorrow.

By Your grace, strengthen family
life, that our young people mature in
love and in freedom. Steeped in reli-
gious values, may they embrace the
self-discipline and study necessary to
achieve personal goals and realize their
full potential.

May many young people be open to
Your call to serve fellow Americans in
public service, raise ethical standards
in business, bring greater integrity and
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civility to politics, and become ambas-
sadors of peace, reconciliation and lib-
erty in a world community.

We praise You and thank You, for
Your hopeful dreams You are now
planting in the hearts of America’s
youth, both now and always. Amen.

————

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. KILDEE)
come forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. KILDEE led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

——

COMBAT MEDIC BADGE

(Mr. PITTS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, the combat
medic badge was first awarded in 1945
to medics who served in combat while
in or attached to a combat unit. As
times changed, the role of the medic
changed with them. In Vietnam, med-
ics served in units, but some also flew
in helicopter medical evacuation am-
bulance units, called medivacs.

DUSTOFF was the call sign that we
gave this mission, and they saved near-
ly a million people during the Vietnam
war by flying unarmed onto the battle-
field to treat and save our wounded sol-
diers, most often under fire.

The average DUSTOFF medic treated
nearly 2,000 troops in a 1-year tour.
Currently, there is no unique way to
honor these brave men and women. Al-
though they flew in and out of combat
every day, they are not eligible for the
combat medic badge, because they
were not attached to a combat unit;
often the medivac unit was another
unit.

And my friend and colleague, the
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
HOLDEN), has legislation to correct this
by directing the Army, Navy, Air
Force, and Marines to develop the com-
bat medivac badge. The badge will be
awarded to anyone who has served in
combat as a pilot or crew member of a
helicopter medical evacuation ambu-
lance since 1950.

I urge the body to pass this, give the
DUSTOFF veterans the honor they de-
serve.

———

UNINSURED AMERICANS

(Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas asked and was given permission
to address the House for 1 minute.)
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Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Speaker, almost a quarter
of Texans do not have health insur-
ance, and this is the highest rate of un-
insured in the United States.

In Dallas alone, the uninsured rate is
25 percent. We all know someone who is
living without health insurance. There
is a perception that if someone does
not have health insurance, it is because
they do not work or they are on public
assistance.

Over 80 percent of the uninsured
workers are workers, and 50 percent of
them are full-time workers. Americans
who work hard for a living should not
have to live without health insurance.
These uninsured often face the difficult
decision of either ignoring their med-
ical problems or being able to afford
food and rent.

Mr. Speaker, the sad truth is that no
American family is more than one job
change, one corporate cost cut, or one
serious illness or an accident away
from being uninsured. It is time for
this Congress to address this problem
with innovative ideas and actions.

————

GIVING CYNICAL PLOYS A BAD
NAME

(Mr. DELAY asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, as much as
we may hate to admit it, there is no
denying that the bald-face, cynical
ploy can be as much a part of American
politics as shaking hands and Kissing
babies.

Though cynical ploys are occasion-
ally effective, they are almost never
pretty. But, Mr. Speaker, the refusal of
the national Democratic leaders to
offer constructive proposals to
strengthen and preserve the Social Se-
curity system is starting to give even
cynical ploys a bad name.

After all, the stakes of this debate
are not a mere election or two, but are
instead a looming fiscal crisis and the
retirement security of a generation of
American seniors.

President Bush and some Republican
congressional candidates ran in 2004 on
the issue of retirement security. And
the President made Social Security the
focus of his first State of the Union
after his reelection.

From that day on, Democrat leaders
have rejected any effort to begin bipar-
tisan dialogue on reform and have
threatened any of their rank-and-file
Members from so much as discussing
the issue with members of the AARP,
let alone Republican Members.

From the outset of this debate, Re-
publicans, led by President Bush, have
held a seat at the table open for con-
gressional Democrats. And despite this
sincere desire among many Democrats
to help, their leaders have demanded
unquestioned obedience to their ob-
structionism.

Just last week, President Bush ended
a 60-day tour of our Nation explaining
to the American people the problems
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facing Social Security and his ideas to
help solve those problems. Indeed, he
has left open for debate, as we have,
any productive reform idea to address
the system’s funding and benefit struc-
ture, personal retirement accounts,
and other options.

President Bush and his party are try-
ing to preserve and strengthen Social
Security for generations to come, to
keep the promise the program origi-
nally made to the American people 7
decades ago. And since January, we Re-
publicans have identified the problems
and begun this crucial debate by pro-
posing several solution alternatives.

Meanwhile, the Democrats have ig-
nored problems, offered no solutions,
and attacked anyone with courage to
help. As I said, Mr. Speaker, some cyn-
ical ploys work and some do not. But
as the retirement security of a genera-
tion of future retirees depends on the
honest, sincere work we do this year, I
think we owe it to them to be a little
bit better than that.

So even as Republicans continue our
work this month to develop the long-
term solutions to Social Security trou-
bles, I once again remind Democrats
willing to work with us that their seat
at the table will be kept open.

———

SOCIAL SECURITY

(Mr. KUCINICH asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. KUCINICH. With all due respect
to my good friend, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. DELAY), Mr. Speaker, the
Democrats have been doing right for
the American people on social security.
We have been holding town hall meet-
ings all over this country. We know
and the American people ought to
know that Social Security is not going
bankrupt, that the President misspoke
when he said that there is no Social Se-
curity trust fund.

As a matter of fact, the Social Secu-
rity trustees released a report recently
that says that right now the Social Se-
curity trust fund has $1.68 trillion in it;
that trust fund will grow to $6 trillion
by the year 2028 without any changes
whatsoever; that Social Security is
rock solid through the year 2041, ac-
cording to the Social Security Admin-
istration’s own actuaries; that Social
Security is rock solid through the year
2052, according to the bipartisan Con-
gressional Budget Office.

Yes, both parties ought to come to-
gether; but we ought to come together
in truth, and we ought to have the
President let go about this masquerade
about social Security going bankrupt.

What is going bankrupt is a legisla-
tive process that fails to stand up for
the retirement security of the Amer-
ican people. Forty-seven million Amer-
icans rely on Social Security. They
have a right to expect that the money
is going to be there, and we Democrats
will make sure that money will be
there for them for generations to come.
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IN HONOR OF PRIVATE FIRST
CLASS STEVEN SIRKO

(Ms. FOXX asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, it is with
the heaviest heart that I rise today to
express the heartfelt condolences of a
grateful Nation and to honor the life of
Private First Class Steven Frederick
Sirko, who passed away on April 17
while serving in Iraq.

Steven served our country as a U.S.
Army battalion medic. He was sched-
uled to return to his home in States-
ville, North Carolina, in August. Ste-
ven was a loving husband, son, and
brother. He leaves behind his wife, Vir-
ginia Downs Sirko; his mother, Sum-
mer Lipford; and stepfather, Steven
Lipford; his father, Rick Sirko; and
stepmother, Rose Sirko; his sisters;
and his brother.

May good bless them and comfort
them during this very difficult time.
We owe this brave soldier and his fam-
ily a tremendous debt of gratitude for
his selfless service and sacrifice. Our
Nation could not maintain its freedom
and security without heroes like Ste-
ven who make the ultimate sacrifice.

Americans, as well as Iraqis, owe
their liberty to Steven and his com-
rades who came before him. Mr. Speak-
er, please join me in honoring PFC Ste-
ven Sirko.

—————

CRISIS IN THE FEDERAL PRISON
SYSTEM

(Mr. CHANDLER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to highlight a serious security
risk to our communities. Our Federal
prison system faces a crisis that we can
no longer ignore.

The inmate population continues to
reach record highs; yet the administra-
tion and Congress failed to provide the
funding to keep our prisons secure.
This has caused overcrowding and a
shortage in correctional staff.

Our prisons are now more dangerous
and our communities are being put in
jeopardy. For example, last July, Lex-
ington, Kentucky, an inmate escaped
from the Lexington Federal Medical
Center because there were fewer than
20 staff members supervising almost
2,000 inmates.

He was eventually caught. Thank-
fully, no one in the community was se-
riously injured. However, if we do not
start funding our Federal prison sys-
tems at a level that provides adequate
staff, we may not be as fortunate next
time.

I urge my colleagues and the admin-
istration to provide sufficient funding
to the Federal prison system.

SOLVING THE CHALLENGES
FACING SOCIAL SECURITY

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
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dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, over the past 70 years, Con-
gress has tried repeatedly to fix the So-
cial Security program. The payroll tax
has been raised 22 times, and the
amount of Social Security benefits
taxed has increased from zero to 85 per-
cent.

Unfortunately, these changes did not
solve the real challenges threatening
the retirement of millions of Ameri-
cans. Raising payroll taxes simply
postpones the bankruptcy and would
not be a permanent solution for Social
Security.

On Thursday, President Bush further
outlined his proposal to provide a last-
ing solution for Social Security.
Today, the Washington Times reported
that the Heritage Foundation and the
CATO Institute strongly support Presi-
dent Bush’s proposal. The gentleman
from Texas (Mr. DELAY) is correct. Un-
fortunately, Democrats have yet to
offer any positive suggestions that
would fix Social Security.

Procrastination will not solve the
problem. We must act now to protect
benefits for today’s retirees and
strengthen benefits for future genera-
tions.

In conclusion, God bless our troops.
We will never forget September 11.
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REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 513

Mr. McCNULTY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to have my name
removed as a cosponsor of H.R. 513.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
B00ZMAN). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from New
York?

There was no objection.

———
SOCIAL SECURITY SOLUTIONS

(Mr. PRICE of Georgia asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker,
last Thursday our President told the
Nation that he was willing to listen to
any ideas from anyone and was willing
to share the credit for a solution to So-
cial Security problems.

Finding a solution requires more
than just complaining and my col-
leagues on the other side would like
you to believe that they have a plan,
but plans require more than just com-
plaints.

A recent national poll by Harvard
University found that 7 out of 10 col-
lege students do not believe that Social
Security will be there for them. Young-
er workers know that the government
has used their Social Security money
for other programs. They also under-
stand voluntary personal accounts
offer a better way to provide security
for them.
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And it is only fair. In past years, re-
tirees received a return of 10 percent
and more from Social Security. Today
that return is barely 1.5 percent and
that is not fair to younger Americans.
Younger workers today are much more
familiar with investments through
401(k) plans offered which employers,
workers know the power of compound
interest and how their contributions to
these accounts grow steady.

Mr. Speaker, I challenge Members of
the House and Senate to have a vision
for Social Security one of fairness for
all Americans.

———
ASSOCIATION HEALTH PLANS

(Mr. BURGESS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, this is
National Uninsured Week. In my home
State of Texas, there are a significant
number of people who are uninsured.

The number of uninsured has in-
creased for the third year in a row and
that is largely because of the drop of
the employer based coverage.

Mr. Speaker, there is a tool, there is
a lever we can pull to help stop the
drop off in employer based coverage.
That lever is called association health
plans. In fact, this House passed asso-
ciation health plans several times dur-
ing the 108th Congress. The problem is
it has never been taken up by the other
body.

What are association health plans?
This is the ability for small businesses
of a similar business model to band to-
gether and get the purchasing power of
a large corporation in order to hold the
cost down of providing insurance to
their members.

Now, nearly 63 percent of all unin-
sured workers are employed by small
businesses with fewer than 100 employ-
ees. It is estimated that association
health plans would enable some 8 mil-
lion currently uninsured individuals to
receive coverage.

Mr. Speaker, I was so encouraged be-
cause the chairman of the relevant
Senate committee said this year they
were going to seriously take up asso-
ciation health plans. In fact, he has
charged people on both sides of this
question to come together and find so-
lutions to finally allow association
health plans to be available in this
country.

——
END FILIBUSTERS

(Mr. SMITH of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
since 2003 Senate Democrats have fili-
bustered or threatened to filibuster ten
of the President’s circuit court nomi-
nees. This is unprecedented.

Some believe that applying the fili-
buster to judicial nominations is a long
and revered Senate tradition. Not so.
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Never before has a judicial nominee
with clear majority support been de-
nied an up or down vote on the Senate
floor.

Not until Miguel Estrada’s nomina-
tion in 2003 has a judicial nominee with
clear majority support been blocked by
a filibuster.

Fairness in the justice system begins
with the confirmation of capable
judges. BEach time a nominee is denied
a vote, the American people are denied
justice. The American people deserve
better. It is time for every judicial
nominee to receive an up or down vote.

Remember, never before has a judi-
cial nominee with clear majority sup-
port been denied an up or down vote on
the Senate floor.

PENSION FUND BLACKMAIL FROM
LABOR UNIONS

(Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida asked and was given permission to
address the House for 1 minute and to
revise and extend her remarks.)

Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida. Mr. Speaker, recently the Wall
Street Journal highlighted a disturbing
trend among labor union boards. They
are engaging in pension fund blackmail
to bully corporations into agreeing
with their partisan political agenda. A
top AFL-CIO lobbyist was referring to
financial services funds backing the
President’s personal retirement ac-
count proposal and he said, ‘“We have
no intention of letting any of these
companies get away with this while
they manage our workers’ funds.”’

And 3 trustees representing the New
York City Employees Retirement Sys-
tem sent a letter to several investment
banking companies demanding to know
their Social Security stance.

These union boards should be ensur-
ing their members’ pensions are being
wisely invested in qualified ethical
companies.

How can we say that Sarbanes-Oxley
has strengthened corporate responsi-
bility if labor unions are investing in
and managing corporate boards based
on their political interest rather than
their fiduciary responsibilities to their
members and the corporations for
which they represent?

———

APPOINTMENT AS MEMBER TO
COMMISSION ON CIVIL RIGHTS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to Section 2 of the Civil Rights
Commission Amendments Act of 1994
(42 USC 1975 NOTE), the order of the
House of January 4, 2005, and upon the
recommendation of the minority lead-
er, the Chair announces the Speaker’s
reappointment of the following mem-
ber on the part of the House to the
Commission on Civil Rights for a 6-
year term expiring May 3, 2011:

Mr. Michael Yaki, San Francisco,
California.
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on motions to suspend the rules
on which a recorded vote or the yeas
and nays are ordered, or on which the
vote is objected to under clause 6 of
rule XX.

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken after 6:30 p.m. today.

————

CONGRATULATING CHARTER
SCHOOLS ACROSS THE UNITED
STATES FOR THEIR CONTRIBU-
TIONS TO EDUCATION

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution (H. Res. 218) congratulating
charter schools and their students, par-
ents, teachers, and administrators
across the United States for their on-
going contributions to education, and
for other purposes.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. RES. 218

Whereas charter schools deliver high-qual-
ity education and challenge our students to
reach their potential;

Whereas charter schools provide thousands
of our families with diverse and innovative
educational options for their children;

Whereas charter schools are public schools
authorized by a designated public entity and
are responding to the needs of our commu-
nities, families, and students and are pro-
moting the principles of quality, choice, and
innovation;

Whereas, in exchange for the flexibility
and autonomy given to charter schools, they
are held accountable by their sponsors for
improving student achievement and for their
financial and other operations;

Whereas 41 States, the District of Colum-
bia, and the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico
have passed laws authorizing charter
schools;

Whereas nearly 3,300 charter schools are
now operating in 40 States, the District of
Columbia, and the Commonwealth of Puerto
Rico and are serving approximately 900,000
students;

Whereas over the last 10 years, Congress
has provided more than $1,500,000,000 in sup-
port to the charter school movement
through facilities’ financing assistance and
grants for planning, startup, implementa-
tion, and dissemination;

Whereas charter schools improve their stu-
dents’ achievement and stimulate improve-
ment in traditional public schools;

Whereas charter schools must meet the
student achievement accountability require-
ments included by the No Child Left Behind
Act of 2001, and contained in the Elementary
and Secondary Education Act of 1965, in the
same manner as traditional public schools,
and often set higher and additional indi-
vidual goals, to ensure that they are of high
quality and truly accountable to the public;

Whereas charter schools give parents new
freedom to choose their public school, char-
ter schools routinely measure parental satis-
faction levels, and charter schools must
prove their ongoing success to parents, pol-
icymakers, and their communities;

Whereas nearly 40 percent of charter
schools report having a waiting list, and the
total number of students on all such waiting
lists is enough to fill over 1,000 average-sized
charter schools;
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Whereas charter schools nationwide serve
a higher percentage of low-income and mi-
nority students than the traditional public
school system;

Whereas charter schools have enjoyed
broad bipartisan support from the Adminis-
tration, the Congress, State Governors and
legislatures, educators, and parents across
the United States; and

Whereas the sixth annual National Charter
Schools Week, to be held May 1 to 7, 2005, is
an event sponsored by charter schools and
grassroots charter school organizations
across the United States to recognize the
significant impacts, achievements, and inno-
vations of charter schools: Now, therefore, be
it

Resolved, That—

(1) the House of Representatives acknowl-
edges and commends charter schools and
their students, parents, teachers, and admin-
istrators across the United States for their
ongoing contributions to education and im-
proving and strengthening the public school
system of the United States;

(2) the House of Representatives supports
the sixth annual National Charter Schools
Week; and

(3) it is the sense of the House of Rep-
resentatives that the President should issue
a proclamation calling on the people of the
United States to conduct appropriate pro-
grams, ceremonies, and activities to dem-
onstrate support for charter schools during
this week-long celebration in communities
throughout the United States.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Nevada (Mr. PORTER) and the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. KILDEE)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Nevada (Mr. PORTER).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have b5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H. Res. 218.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Nevada?

There was no objection.

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H.R. 218. This resolution honors our
Nation’s charter schools and the stu-
dents, parents, teachers, administra-
tors and other individuals involved for
their hard work and dedication to pro-
viding a quality public education.

This week, May 1 through May 7, has
been designated National Charter
Schools Week. During this week, char-
ter school organizations and others
around the United States recognize
these schools for their continued con-
tributions to education. The Nation’s
charter schools deliver high-quality
education and challenge students to
reach their potential.

Forty-one States, the District of Co-
lumbia and Puerto Rico, have passed
laws authorizing charter schools. Since
the first charter school law was passed
in 1991, almost 3,300 charter schools
now serve nearly 900,000 students in 40
States, the District of Columbia and
Puerto Rico.

Specifically, I am pleased to honor
the 19 charter schools in the State of
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Nevada that serve nearly 4,500 stu-
dents. Nevada first passed charter
school legislation in 1997. As a co-spon-
sor of that legislation, our first charter
school opened in 1998 and in 1999 school
year.

The State charter school legislation
was revised in 1999, lending teachers
more room for creativity and allowing
charter schools the ability to offer an
extended school day as well as an ex-
tended school year.

In my own community, the Andre
Agassi College Prepatory Academy
serves as a model for other charter
schools across the Nation. Designed to
enhance a child’s character, respect,
motivation and self-discipline, Agassi
Prep, as the school has been nick-
named, was created specifically to im-
prove skill levels and combat lowered
academic expectations among the com-
munity’s most challenged children.

Advanced technology, smaller class
sizes, and extended school hours are
just some of practices that Agassi Prep
utilizes to achieve a higher standard of
education.

I commend the charter schools in the
State of Nevada and across this great
Nation for recognizing the immense
need for improved education and for
their commitment to improving stu-
dent achievement for students who at-
tend these schools.

At charter schools nationwide, al-
most half of the students are consid-
ered at-risk or are former dropouts.
Charter schools serve a significant
number of minority students, students
with disabilities, and students from
lower income families.

These schools give opportunity and
freedom to students and parents who
otherwise not might not have had the
chance to receive a quality education.

Nearly 40 percent of charter schools
report having a waiting list. And the
total number of students on all such
waiting lists is enough to fill another
1,000 average-sized charter schools. By
allowing parents and students to
choose their public schools, charter
schools can stimulate change and ben-
efit all public students.

In exchange for flexibility and auton-
omy, public charter schools are held
accountable by their sponsors for im-
proving student achievement and for
their administration.

Charter schools respond to the needs
of America’s communities families and
students while promoting the prin-
ciples of quality, choice, and innova-
tion.

Charter schools must meet the same
No Child Left Behind student achieve-
ment accountability requirements as
other public schools and often set high-
er and additional individual goals to
ensure that they are all high quality
and truly accountable to the public.

According to the Center for Rdu-
cation Reform, as many as 15 studies
find that students who frequently enter
charters significantly are below the
normal grade level. These students
then achieve the same or even higher
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gains as compared to their surrounding
district’s demographically-compared
schools, or even the State average.

A report from America’s Charter
School Finance Corporation called
“Take Me on a Reading Adventure,”
cites research from several States that
shows greater gains and/or higher
scores in reading for charter schools as
compared to their traditional school
peers.

Charter schools have enjoyed broad
bipartisan support from the adminis-
tration, the Congress, State governors
and legislators, educators and parents
across the Nation. The Sixth Annual
National Charter School Week held
this week, May 1 through May 7, 2005,
recognizes the significant impacts,
achievements and innovations of our
Nation’s charter schools.

Through this resolution, Congress
today acknowledges and commends the
charter school movement and charter
schools’ students, teachers, parents,
and administrators across the United
States for their ongoing contributions

to education and improving and
strengthening our Nation’s public
schools.

I urge my colleagues to support this
resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, H. Res. 218 discusses the
impact which charter schools are hav-
ing on our educational system. Charter
schools, while relatively new, like all
public schools, have continued to gar-
ner both accolades and criticism for
role they play.

Recent studies by the American Fed-
eration of Teachers and the Economic
Policy Institute have raised questions
about whether charter schools are out-
performing traditional public schools.
These studies have generated a great
deal of debate from both detractors and
supporters of charter schools.

The one thing that does seem clear is
that charter schools on the aggregate
are not performing on the level most
hoped they would. Regardless of wheth-
er you are a supporter of charter
schools, we can all agree on the impor-
tance of a strong public school system.
This system, including charter schools,
continues to educate ninety percent of
American students. Our public schools
must have the resources and the focus
on quality to ensure that our children
get the best education possible regard-
less of race, ethnicity, disability, sta-
tus or whether they can speak English.

It is our public school system that I
rise to support today.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. BOEHNER) and chairman of the
committee.

(Mr. BOEHNER asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks, and include extraneous mate-
rial.)
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Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding me time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of House Resolution 218, to recognize
charter schools and their students, par-
ents, teachers and administrators
across the United States for their on-
going contributions to education.

This week is the Sixth Annual Na-
tional Charter Schools Week and a
great opportunity for Congress to
honor charter schools and those in-
volved in the role they play in reform-
ing and improving our Nation’s public
education system.
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Charter schools are public schools
that agree to improved academic
achievement and accountability in fi-
nancial and other operations, in ex-
change for increased flexibility and
independence. Greater autonomy al-
lows charter schools to focus on in-
creasing academic achievement for in-
dividual students, rather than com-
plying with bureaucratic paperwork.

Charter schools are subject to all the
same No Child Left Behind achieve-
ment goals as other public schools, but
with greater flexibility in how they im-
prove student success. Increased flexi-
bility allows charter schools to use
varied educational methods and tech-
niques while accounting for results.

Almost 3,300 charter schools serve
around 900,000 students in 40 States,
Washington, D.C., and Puerto Rico; and
nearly 40 percent of these charter
schools have waiting lists.

Charter schools are adept at meeting
the specific needs of the local commu-
nities in which they are located and
are particularly devoted to serving
low-income communities. Nationwide,
almost half of charter schools serve
students considered at-risk or who
have previously dropped out of school.
Charter school students share similar
demographic characteristics with stu-
dents in all public schools, and charter
schools serve significant numbers of
students from low-income families, mi-
nority students, and students with dis-
abilities.

Because charter schools often serve
students with limited access to edu-
cational options, these innovative pub-
lic schools allow many parents and stu-
dents freedom of choice that otherwise
would not be available. And studies
show that the increase in educational
options, including access to charter
schools, is improving outcomes for stu-
dents.

According to the Center for REdu-
cation Reform, 15 studies show that
students frequently enter charter
schools significantly below grade level.
These students will then progress at or
above the gains being made in sur-
rounding districts, demographically
comparable schools, or at the State av-
erage.

In December, Harvard University re-
leased a comprehensive, long-term
study comparing student academic
achievement at charter schools and
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traditional public schools, and I will

enter the executive summary of that

report in the RECORD at this point and
share just one of the most compelling
facts.

ACHIEVEMENT IN CHARTER SCHOOLS AND REG-
ULAR PUBLIC SCHOOLS IN THE UNITED
STATES: UNDERSTANDING THE DIFFERENCES

(By Caroline M. Hoxby)
ABSTRACT

This study compares the reading and
mathematics proficiency of charter school
students to that of their fellow students in
neighboring public schools. Ninety-nine per-
cent of all elementary students in charter
schools are included in the study. The char-
ter schools are compared to the schools that
their students would most likely otherwise
attend: the nearest regular public school
with a similar racial composition (the
“matched’ school). Compared to students in
the matched regular public school, charter
students are 5.2 percent more likely to be
proficient in reading and 3.2 percent more
likely to be proficient in math on their
state’s exams. Students in charter schools
that have been in operation longer are more
likely to have a proficiency advantage over
their peers in the matched regular public
school. In reading, the advantage is 2.5 per-
cent for a charter school that has been oper-
ating 1 to 4 years, 5.2 percent for a school op-
erating 5 to 8 years, and 10.1 percent for a
school operating 9 to 11 years. Also, charter
school students are more likely to have a
proficiency advantage if their school has
funding that is at least forty percent of that
enjoyed by regular public schools. The re-
sults suggest that charter schools are espe-
cially likely to raise the achievement of stu-
dents who are poor or Hispanic.

EXECUTIVE SECRETARY

This study compares the reading and
mathematics proficiency of charter school
students in the United States to that of their
fellow students in neighboring public
schools. Because charter schools are public
entities, their students take state exams.
Thus, this study is based on schools that en-
roll approximately 99 percent of elementary
students who attend charter schools. The
charter schools are compared to the schools
that their students would most likely other-
wise attend: the nearest regular public
school with a similar racial composition (the
“matched’ school).

Compared to students in the matched pub-
lic school, charter students are 5.2 percent
more likely to be proficient in reading and
3.2 percent more likely to be proficient in
math on their state’s exams. Charter schools
that have been in operation longer have a
greater proficiency advantage over the
matched public schools. For example, in
reading, the advantage is 2.5 percent for a
charter school that has been operating 1 to 4
years, 5.2 percent for a school operating 5 to
8 years, and 10.1 percent for a school oper-
ating 9 to 11 years.

The results show that charter schools are
especially likely to raise the achievement of
students who are poor or Hispanic. This is a
useful finding because charter schools serve
students who are disproportionately likely
to be minorities or poor.

Charter school students are more likely to
have a proficiency advantage if their state
has a strong charter school law that gives
the schools autonomy and that ensures that
charter schools get funding equal to at least
40 percent of the total per-pupil funding of
regular public schools.

In states where charter schools are well-es-
tablished, charter school students’ advan-
tage in proficiency tends to be greater. For
instance, in Arizona, fourth grade charter
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students are about 10 percent more likely to
be proficient in reading and math than stu-
dents in the matched regular public schools.
In California, the corresponding proficiency
advantages are 9 percent in reading and 5
percent in math. In Colorado, the cor-
responding proficiency advantages are 12
percent in reading and 14 percent in math.

North Carolina is the only state in which
charter students’ proficiency is statistically
significantly lower, by 4 percent, in both
reading and math, compared to students in
the nearest public school. In addition, Texas’
charter students appear to be statistically
significantly less proficient in math (not
reading).

By adjusting for schools that serve at-risk
students, the study focuses on regular char-
ter schools that are expected to meet the
same standards as traditional public schools.
The study’s ‘‘matching’ method compares
charter schools to public schools that are
likely to share the same neighborhood, same
economic conditions, and the same popu-
lation of students and parents. The selection
of a neighboring public school as the point of
comparison ensures that the groups of stu-
dents being compared are as similar as pos-
sible. It is also likely that the public school
selected for comparison was the school that
most of the charter school students would
have attended, had there been no charter
school.

A national study like this one is useful be-
cause it is comprehensive. Nevertheless, it is
useful to complement studies like this one
with studies based on randomization. Be-
cause many charter schools have more appli-
cants than places, they routinely hold lot-
teries, which allow scientific, random assign-
ment studies to be conducted. The key ad-
vantage of randomization-based studies is
that the charter school students and regular
public school students are comparable not
only in terms of race, ethnicity, and income,
but also on subtle dimensions like motiva-
tion and aptitude. Multiple studies based on
randomization are underway. The first such
study (Hoxby and Rockoff 2004) finds that a
large system of Chicago charter schools
raised math and reading scores by about 6
percentiles among students who entered in
grade 5 or below.

Because charter schools enroll only 1.5 per-
cent of students, it is important to include
nearly all of them in a study. Results based
on only a small sample of charter school stu-
dents (for instance, studies that rely on the
3 percent sample of the National Assessment
of Educational Progress) cannot be used to
draw conclusions about states’ charter
school policies. A study that relies on a 3
percent sample of 1.5 percent of American
students is a study based on only 0.045 per-
cent of students. In contrast, this study uses
data that are sufficient for detailed inves-
tigations of charter school students’ pro-
ficiency, nationwide.

The study, completed by Harvard ec-
onomics professor Caroline Hoxby,
found charter schools overall are more
likely to raise the academic achieve-
ment of students who are poor or mi-
nority, and show a larger effect on
reading and math proficiency when
they operate in areas that have a high
percentage of students who are poor,
African American, or Hispanic. Charter
schools serve the very students who
need help the most, and they are get-
ting results.

Charter schools have benefited from
a strong degree of bipartisan support at
the local, State, and national levels.
This was evidenced in 2001 by the ef-
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forts of both Republicans and Demo-
crats in Congress to expand access to
charter schools through the bipartisan
No Child Left Behind Act. In the last 10
years, Congress has provided $1.5 bil-
lion to support charter schools through
facilities’ financing assistance and
grants for planning, startup, imple-
mentation, and dissemination.

Through this resolution honoring Na-
tional Charter Schools Week, Congress
is recognizing the continued success
demonstrated by charter schools and
acknowledging the benefits that char-
ter schools provide to our local com-
munities. Charter schools provide par-
ents with a wider variety of edu-
cational choices. This not only helps
the students who attend those charter
schools but also helps to take some of
the pressure off traditional public
schools that might be struggling to im-
prove.

I want to thank my colleague, the
gentleman from Nevada (Mr. PORTER),
for introducing this resolution and
urge my colleagues to join me in
strong support for our Nation’s charter
schools.

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as she may consume to the
gentlewoman from the District of Co-
lumbia (Ms. NORTON).

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Michigan for yield-
ing me time, and I thank him and I
thank the gentleman from Nevada for
bringing this resolution in support of
charter schools to the floor.

Mr. Speaker, charter schools are one
of the most innovative developments in
the history of public education in our
country, and they came from the bot-
tom up. They have not developed out of
State governments or the like. They
have come from searches within juris-
dictions for all alternative public
schools, and this is what they are.

In the District of Columbia, we think
of the charter schools as an alternative
public school system because there are
so many of them. We have 43 charter
schools in this one city alone, and that
is the largest number of charter
schools per capita in the United States.

Why are there so many charter
schools? We feel strongly in the Dis-
trict of Columbia that public money
must go to public schools, and it is un-
derstood that here and throughout the
United States public schools which
have to take every child are often over-
crowded and underfunded, have had a
very tough time making up for what
particularly the most disadvantaged
children do not bring to school. As a
result, public schools in many jurisdic-
tions show low scores for children in
those schools.

What is a parent to do? What parents
increasingly do is look for a public al-
ternative to their public schools. They
want better schools, but the public is
very clear that it wants public money
for public schools. If we have any doubt
about that, remember that even this
House has never voted a voucher bill
for, nor has the Senate, anywhere ex-
cept for the District of Columbia where
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you can undemocratically do anything
you want to do, but for everybody else
they have listened to what people say
and that is, yeah, we will punish you if
one dime goes to anything but a pub-
licly accountable public school.

Looking for a way to deal with the
fact that, yes, many public schools do
not show the progress they should, it
seems to me we have to look to the
paradigm that the public itself has cre-
ated, and those are charter schools.
There is no better place to begin than
in the District of Columbia where peo-
ple have simply voted with their feet.
When they did not like their school,
they have gone to a nearby charter
school.

They have advantages. They are not
the advantage discussed in this resolu-
tion, where it says, whereas charter
schools improve students’ achieve-
ment. That is very controversial. I do
not know whether they do or not. A1l I
know is that there are studies that say
that they do and studies that say they
do not.

I want to say to my goods friends on
the other side who are with me in sup-
port of charter schools, our case does
not rest on that. If my colleagues un-
derstood how difficult it was to deal
with education in the inner city, they
would understand that the fact that
they come so close ought to be enough;
that parents want them as an alter-
native; that they are small; that they
are flexible; that they are in their
neighborhoods; that sometimes they
are specialized. That is enough.

We have got a long way to go before
we find the elixir for bringing particu-
larly disadvantaged children to where
they should be; but if we just look at
what some of these schools in the Dis-
trict of Columbia, like just by some of
their names, District of Columbia Bi-
lingual School, that is totally a bilin-
gual charter school.

The SEED school, this is the first
public live-in school in the District of
Columbia. These children do not go
home during the week. They do not go
home at night. So they have money
from us per capita from the school
budget, and they raise other money;
and these children actually live in a
public charter school like a boarding
school.

There is the Marriott Hospitality
Public Charter High School, where
children, besides learning the general
high school curriculum, also prepare
themselves to go into the hospitality
field, which is the most important in-
dustry in this region.

Here is another one, the Washington
Mathematics, Science and Technology
School. And these are some of the rea-
sons that parents have, in fact, some-
times chosen alternative schools here
in the District of Columbia: the public
school test scores are better. They are
better and systematically better, but
my colleagues do not see me here say-
ing public schools are better because
their scores are better.

The fact is that each kind of school
has broad benefits that parents have
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chosen and both kinds of schools are
accountable to parents and to the pub-
lic for the dollars spent.

I do believe that they stimulate com-
petition, unlike private schools which
do not stimulate any competition at
all. Private schools in the District of
Columbia, which can take whatever
children they want to or not, are no
competition for the District of Colum-
bia; but if there is a charter school in
one’s neighborhood, the principal will
look to see what that charter school is
doing.

The superintendent today has an-
nounced a plan because there are a few
charter schools that are very good and
they must take every child, but there
are a few charter schools that are very
good about actually pairing those char-
ter schools with some charter schools
in their neighborhood which are not
doing as well.

With No Child Left Behind we have a
problem we are seeing all over the
country. You have got to find yourself
a better school. Well, guess what.
Those schools are all full so there is no
place to transfer now. Everybody ought
to wish for charter schools because
there is a publicly accountable school
with a public dollar that perhaps one
can transfer to. They are opening fast,
but not fast enough for us here.

There is no real substitute in any
civilized society for a public school
system; but particularly when parents
are not satisfied with their public
schools, it does seem to me that char-
ter schools offer the alternative and
the only alternative we ought to fund.

The District received the first Fed-
eral funds, first funds from this Con-
gress for charter schools. That was
when Speaker Gingrich was here. He
knew that he profoundly opposed
school vouchers. He worked with me on
charter school funding for the District
of Columbia. That paved the way for
charter school funding which is now
available to every State in the Union.

We had mothers who went to schools
with private school vouchers. The
vouchers that this Congress mandated
be paid for in the District of Columbia
were fully paid for by private funds,
but we said you do not have to pay for
them. You have been raising money
every year; we will pay for them. So we
simply transferred public funds for the
private funds which have been sending
these same children to school.

Well, the mothers came to me who
had been going to school on the private
funds, and I said you are my folks and
I understand why you are looking for
alternative schools. Tell me more. I
wanted them to know why I opposed
vouchers from public funds for private
schools; and I was amazed at how many
of them said, Congresswoman, we
wanted to go to a charter school, but
they were all full. So, look, we wanted
a better school, and that is why they
chose and were pleased to get these
vouchers.

Well, of course, I argued since char-
ter schools are what the people of Dis-
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trict of Columbia want, if you have got
any extra money, Congress, please give
it to us for charter schools. We said,
oh, no, you are the District of Colum-
bia; we can experiment on you. We can
do anything undemocratically to do
what we want to do, and we will do
some undemocratic things to you that
our people would punish us for doing if
we did it to them.

So now our folks are still hungry for
even more charter schools, and we have
got people going to private schools as
well.

I am going to put in the RECORD what
our charter schools have done because
each year we have a climbing up. This
is how people vote. They vote with
their feet. This is what a market sys-
tem is about. Ask people what they
want. This is what democracy is. Ask
people what they want, and they will
choose what they want. Do not impose
on them what you want.

In our city, since most of our Catho-
lic schools which would be the alter-
native schools in the Northwest and
most of our most deprived children are
in the Southeast, the first year of the
vouchers, we had most of the children
in middle class and better schools,
thank you very much. Then there was
an outcry, which I can see, whether
they can do any better this time. I can
tell my colleagues it is very much
harder to do better if you are from a
very disadvantaged neighborhood in far
Southeast and there is a Catholic
school over here in this part of town
and you have got a voucher to go there.
That is not going to work in the Dis-
trict.

What will work in the District is
what the people in the District have
embraced, and that is, if there is to be
an alternative, let it be a publicly ac-
countable school.

The District of Columbia, unlike
many jurisdictions, has absolutely
eliminated charter schools that were
not doing what they were supposed to
do.
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So we know what to do when they
work. We know what to do when they
do not work.

I am pleased to see the spread of
charter schools. I believe that every
district has to decide for itself. In this
region, for example, in Maryland and
Virginia, where Republicans have the
majority of the Congress, they cannot
even get charter schools, and yet there
are hundreds of thousands of poor His-
panic and black children who might de-
cide that was a good alternative for
them, not to mention the children else-
where in those States, but they cannot
even get charter schools, which are
publicly accountable charter schools to
be embraced in their districts. That is
how much people in their districts
want every public dollar to go to the
public school system.

When I argued that on this floor,
they said, who do you think you are,
somebody voted by the people or the
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District of Columbia? Well, we were
not, but we are going to tell you what
to do with your schools. Well, we have
led the way on what to do if your
schools do not work. Designed, publicly
accountable schools, which parents
agree should be the alternative that
they want.

This is still America. This is still a
democracy. Nothing is felt more deeply
than who decides how a person’s child
will be educated. It was wrong for this
Congress to decide for us rather than
to decide on the alternative you now
come to the floor to embrace.

Mr. Speaker, I very much thank the
gentleman for yielding me this time.

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER).

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the gentleman once again yield-
ing me this time, and I am glad that
our friend from D.C. was here to honor
the contributions of charter schools,
because clearly here in D.C. charter
schools have had a significant impact
on providing educational opportunities
for children who, in many cases, are
stuck in some very, very bad schools.

Now, I appreciate the support of the
charter schools week resolution by my
friend from D.C., but let me try to an-
swer part of the charges that were out-
lined in terms of her opposition to
other forms of school choice.

We know that in our large urban cen-
ters, we have a difficult time educating
low-income children who need our help
the most. No place is more evident
than right here in the District of Co-
lumbia, where we spend over $13,000 per
student and have some of the worst
schools in all of America. We have
similar problems in other large urban
districts and, clearly, charter schools
have been an opportunity for some stu-
dents to escape these dreadful schools
and have a chance.

All of us know that without a chance
at a decent education, none of us would
be here, but without a decent edu-
cation, many of those children will
never ever have a chance at the Amer-
ican dream. I have always believed if
we are to reform education in America,
if we are going to give every child and
every parent of a child a chance at a
good education, the way to do that is
to provide more choices and more op-
tions for parents around the country so
that they can choose schools that they
believe are in their best interest.

In some communities, charter
schools might be the answer. Here in
the District of Columbia, clearly they
are growing. Dayton, Ohio, part of my
congressional district, probably has
more charter schools per capita than
any large urban center in America.
And it is providing a very good oppor-
tunity for students to escape the Day-
ton public schools and enter the char-
ter school of their choice.

But it should not be the only choice.
There are a lot of parochial schools,
private schools, Christian schools all
over America that parents want to

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

choose. We all know that if you have
money, you have choice. Middle in-
come, higher income, you have all the
choice you want because you can get
your child into the school you think is
best for them. But if you are poor and
you cannot move, you have no choice.
And if there is not a charter school in
your particular neighborhood, you do
not have any choice. You are stuck,
stuck and condemned to an education
that will never help lift you out of pov-
erty and never give you a chance at the
American dream.

That is why other forms of choice, I
think, are important. That is why I and
others were involved in helping the
mayor here in the District of Columbia
and other parents here in the District
who wanted a scholarship program. We
provided $15 million to help some low-
income children get into a private
school and it has helped. It has helped
about 1,100 children here in the District
in giving them another option. I think,
frankly, it is a good option.

I was at two of those schools this
morning. I was at St. Francis DeSalles
Elementary School, and I was at St.
Anthony’s Elementary School, both
over in the northeast part of town; and
both schools, part of the 13 schools that
make up the city’s Center Consortium.
These are 13 very poor Catholic schools
here in the District, who I have been
involved with over the last few years to
help raise them private money to help
provide scholarships, to help keep
those schools open in those very poor
neighborhoods. Last week, I visited
four schools in the southeast part of
town, in Anacostia. I did not realize
Anacostia was as large as it is, but it is
very large and it is very poor.

And the fact that those schools are
there provide more children more
choices, more opportunities to have a
chance. I saw Kkindergartners this
morning reading at a first-grade level
at both of these Catholic elementary
schools. Yes, they have some students
that are there because they get D.C.
scholarships; others are there because
of the generosity of an awful lot of peo-
ple who want to keep these schools
open and provide a choice for those
parents and those students.

It is this competition from the public
schools, the charter schools, the pri-
vate schools that I believe will make
our school system better and will help
all of them. Growing up in sports and
growing up in a large family, I know a
little about competition, and competi-
tion makes all of us better. I believe
that the increased competition we are
seeing in the provision of an education,
especially in the K through 12 arena,
has in fact made all of education bet-
ter.

Do we have a long way to go? We cer-
tainly do, but I believe that charter
schools are playing an integral role in
providing that competition. I think pa-
rochial schools, private schools, and
Christian schools play a role in that
competition as well. The more we can
do to encourage parents to have more
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choice about where their kids can go to
school, I think the better off those
children will be and the better off our
society will be.

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE).

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the distinguished gen-
tleman for yielding me this time, and I
want to also thank the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. KILDEE) for his years of
service and commitment to education,
not only of the children in his district
but those in America.

Mr. Speaker, I was moved by the ac-
counting and recounting by the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia,
particularly because of her leadership
on these issues regarding the educating
of the children in this district, but I
rise to speak of the climate in Texas.
And I might say that my children have
been in both private and public schools.

As 1 listened to the distinguished
chairman of the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce, I would sim-
ply say that much of what he has said
I agree with, and that is that all of us
would want to emphasize the excel-
lence of education for our children and
no one is condemning private schools.
The simple statement is, however, that
the public school system was the
underpinnings of the founding of this
Nation and has made us the great Na-
tion that we are today; that private
schools, obviously, welcome and de-
serve our private funding and our sup-
port and encouragement. But charter
schools, which we congratulate today,
and public schools, stand as entities
which we can account for and which
can be accountable to the taxpayers.

I want to congratulate charter
schools in my district, the KIPP
School, the Knowledge is Power Pro-
gram; the 3D Academy, a school that
emphasizes the “Yes I Can” innovative
approach to education, which has been
making a significant impact on edu-
cation across the Nation. The Domin-
ion Academy, which teaches children
from first to eighth grade about busi-
ness and capitalism and other ways of
financing and investing in America;
and then the WALIPP Boys Academy
that focuses on young men, African-
American men, to teach them con-
fidence and character and integrity.
But yet the charter schools in our com-
munity in Texas are accountable.

And, frankly, that is the difference
and the distinction between the ques-
tion of vouchers and charter schools
and public schools. In my district right
now, Mr. Speaker, we have the leader-
ship of our school district, the Houston
Independent School District, sug-
gesting that three schools need to be
closed, three schools with enormous
history, two of them happen to be
Kashmir High School and Yates High
School. These are two of our oldest
schools in the African-American com-
munity.
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How unfortunate that the school dis-
trict, rather than investing in those
schools, with all the richness of his-
tory, all the outstanding alumni, all
those individuals who are doctors and
lawyers and teachers and leaders of the
community, and business persons who
would want to invest back into the
public school that they graduated
from, and yet our district is talking of
closing them or privatizing them.

That is why we need to speak about
excellence and congratulate today the
charter schools, because they have
taken the resources and they are ac-
countable and they teach in a unique
way, each of them with their own defi-
nition and character, and they are edu-
cating our children and they are ac-
countable. Likewise, the public school
system must be accountable as well.

Our independent school district in
Houston must be accountable to these
historic schools. I visited one of these
schools yesterday. I had two of the
schools with me on Friday afternoon.
They have school pride. They are wear-
ing their uniform. They have band uni-
forms. It may not be perfect, but these
kids want to succeed. And it is impor-
tant to note, Mr. Speaker, that these
children I met with, Kashmir High
School and Yates High School and Sam
Houston that is in the District of my
good friend and colleague, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. GREEN), that
these youngsters have the desire to
learn and they have applauded those
who are working with them, their
teachers and principals. So I am asking
for an opportunity to be given to them
to learn. That is a public school.

But today, I stand on the House floor
congratulating charter schools because
they work simultaneously and parallel
with our public schools. They are a
wonderful fit and they give parents the
opportunity to increase the excellence
of their children. I believe that our
only challenge is to reaffirm excellence
in education in America and to educate
our children, because they are not only
our future, they are our todays.

Mr. Speaker, | am pleased to be here today
to speak about the benefits of charter schools
and their ability to deliver high-quality edu-
cation and challenge our students to reach
their potential. Charter schools provide thou-
sands of our families with diverse and innova-
tive educational options for their children.

| have had the pleasure to visit a charter
school in my district, KIPP 3D Academy. KIPP
stands for Knowledge is Power Program, and
this is an innovative approach to education
which has been making a significant impact all
over the country. Charter Schools are a
unique opportunity for students to access
other methods of education, and after visiting
with the 3D Academy students, | can see how
excited they are for learning. Charter schools
are public schools authorized by a designated
public entity and are responding to the needs
of our communities, families, and students and
promote the principles of quality, choice, and
innovation.

In exchange for the flexibility and autonomy
given to charter schools, they are held ac-
countable by their sponsors for improving stu-
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dent achievement and for their financial and
other operations. During my visit to KIPP 3D
Academy, | was able to see their substantial
progress with their students, and how their
strict curriculum embodied their slogan that
Knowledge is Power.

Nearly 3,000 charter schools are now oper-
ating in 37 States, the District of Columbia,
and the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico and
serving 750,000 students.

Charter schools improve their students’
achievement and stimulate improvement in
traditional public schools. They also give par-
ents new freedom to choose their public
school, charter schools routinely measure pa-
rental satisfaction levels, and charter schools
must prove their ongoing success to parents,
policymakers, and their communities.

Charter schools nationwide serve a higher
percentage of low-income and minority stu-
dents than the traditional public system. These
schools have enjoyed broad bipartisan support
from the Administration, the Congress, State
Governors and legislatures, educators, and
parents across the United States.

The sixth annual National Charter Schools
Week is this week. This event is sponsored by
charter schools and grassroots charter school
organizations across the United States to rec-
ognize the significant impacts, achievements,
and innovations of charter schools. | am
pleased to join my colleagues in the House of
Representatives to acknowledge and com-
mend charter schools and their students, par-
ents, teachers, and administrators across the
United States for their ongoing contributions to
education and improving and strengthening
our public school system.

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, | rise in support of
H. Res. 218, supporting the sixth annual Na-
tional Charter Schools Week and honoring the
outstanding achievements charter schools
have made.

As a former educator, | understand the im-
portance of charter schools. These schools
are educational laboratories, as they allow stu-
dents to learn and grow in a non-traditional
sense. Charter schools are an alternative to
public schools that allow for trial, experimen-
tation and development. With a freedom to
employ innovative techniques, charter schools,
year after year, continue to provide academic
excellence and prepare our youth for higher
education, the workforce and their future.

The State of New Jersey has 52 approved
charter schools. These schools serve nearly
14,000 students statewide in pre-kindergarten
through 12th grade. In 2004, 16 applications
were filed in New Jersey for new charter
schools with hopes of openings in 2005 and
2006. Many of these applications are for
schools in some of New Jersey largest cities,
including Newark, Camden and Jersey City.

My district is fortunate enough to have eight
exceptional charter schools that offer students
a diverse educational opportunity, rigorous
curricula, and an outstanding learning environ-
ment.

One of these schools, the Princeton Charter
School in Mercer County became the first
charter school accredited by the American
Academy of Liberal Education in April of 2002.
In addition to this esteemed recognition, the
Princeton Charter School was also recently
named a No Child Left Behind Blue Ribbon
school. This award is given to schools that
meet the national goals and high standards of
educational excellence.
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Another school in my district, the Greater
Brunswick Charter School in Middlesex Coun-
ty will be the subject of a documentary film
that will feature the middle school students
who have worked hard to develop a class
project based on the Buck Institute’s model for
project based learning. This documentary will
be produced in conjunction with the Buck Insti-
tute for Education, the Rutgers University Cen-
ter for Media Studies, and the George Lucas
Education Foundation. The documentary will
be available online through the George Lucas
Education Foundation website.

| applaud the students, teachers, administra-
tors and parents of charter schools for all of
their hard work and commitment to the edu-
cational community of charter schools. Charter
schools continue to grow in number in New
Jersey and across the country, offering stu-
dents an exceptional educational opportunity
with room for innovation and development.

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
B00ZMAN). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from Ne-
vada (Mr. PORTER) that the House sus-
pend the rules and agree to the resolu-
tion, H. Res. 218.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the reso-
lution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

HONORING  THE LATE PLAY-
WRIGHT ARTHUR MILLER AND
THE UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN
ON ITS INTENTION TO BUILD A
THEATRE IN HIS NAME

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution (H. Res. 216) to honor the late
playwright Arthur Miller and the Uni-
versity of Michigan for its intention of
building a theater in his name, as
amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. RES. 216

Whereas Arthur Miller was considered a
legend during the vaunted period known as
Broadway’s Golden Age, earning him a celeb-
rity status that few playwrights would ever
realize;

Whereas, as noted upon his death by The
Michigan Daily, the student mnewspaper
where Arthur Miller honed his writing, Mil-
ler was twice denied admission to the Uni-
versity of Michigan, and gained admittance
only after appealing directly to the Dean;

Whereas in 1949, at the age of 33, with his
play ‘“The Death of a Salesman’, Arthur
Miller seized all major drama awards for the
year—the Pulitzer Prize, the Tony, and the
New York Drama Critics Award;

Whereas Arthur Miller’s plays, books, es-
says, and articles touched the moral fabric of
a nation;

Whereas, according to Robert Falls, Artis-
tic Director of Chicago’s Goodman Theatre,
“Probably not a day goes by that, some-
where in the world, one of Miller’s plays isn’t
being performed.”’;
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Whereas during his extraordinary life and
career, Arthur Miller tapped a social con-
science that will see his work live as long as
there is an American Theatre;

Whereas his courageous response to the
McCarthy era witch-hunts of the 1950’s was
“The Crucible’’, where his carefully tailored
character John Proctor refused to name
names and ultimately died for his convic-
tions;

Whereas Arthur Miller’s success did not
come easy and was born of hard work and an
uncanny ability to translate the human con-
dition on to the American stage; and

Whereas Arthur Miller’s first plays were
written at the University of Michigan and
earned him two Avery Hopwood awards
which enabled him to complete his edu-
cation, that same University now prepares to
honor his memory with the Arthur Miller
Theatre: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) recognizes the extraordinary contribu-
tions to American literature and American
theatre of Arthur Miller;

(2) honors Arthur Miller as a great Amer-
ican and pioneer in the annals of American
history; and

(3) commends the University of Michigan
for its commitment to build the Arthur Mil-
ler Theatre, a fitting monument to one of its
most distinguished alumna.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. EHLERS) and the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. KILDEE)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. EHLERS).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks on H.
Res. 216, the resolution now under con-
sideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.
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Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of House Resolution 216, which honors
the great American playwright Arthur
Miller, and also honors the University
of Michigan for building a theater in
his name. I thank the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. SCHWARZ) for his work
on this resolution, and I recognize his
contributions to the TUniversity of
Michigan and its alumni association.

As a talented and brilliant play-
wright, Arthur Miller was a legend of
his time. Most widely known for his
work ‘‘Death of a Salesman,” Miller
enjoyed a successful career and earned
great celebrity status. Miller’s signifi-
cant contribution to theater and soci-
ety at large can be felt even today. Ac-
cording to Robert Falls, director of
Chicago’s Goodman Theater, ‘“Not a
day goes by that, somewhere around
the world, one of Miller’s plays is not
being performed.”

Miller’s fame, however, did not come
without hard work and an ability to
translate the human condition onto
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the American stage. Throughout his
life, he overcame much adversity, and
this struggle played out through his
many works.

After graduating from high school in
1932, Miller worked in an auto-parts
warehouse to earn money for college.
Reading great novels by world-famous
authors, Miller decided to become a
writer. In order to follow this passion,
he applied to the University of Michi-
gan in 1934 to study journalism. Iron-
ically, the university initially denied
admission to Miller because of his less-
than-stellar high school career. He
failed algebra three times in high
school. (And, of course, that stabs me
right in the heart as a scientist!) He
gained admittance only after appeal to
the dean. After being accepted, how-
ever, Miller thrived at the university
and won two of the university’s pres-
tigious Hopwood Awards for his play-
writing.

After graduating in 1938, Mr. MILLER
returned to New York and launched his
career. His first successful play was in
1947 when ‘“All My Sons’” ran for 328
performances on Broadway. In 1949,
Miller won international recognition
and a Pulitzer Prize by producing his
most famous work, ‘“‘Death of a Sales-
man,”’” which is known as one of the
major achievements of modern-day
theater. The story portrays the tragedy
of Willy Loman, a salesman living
around the time of World War II, who
fails in pursuit of the American Dream.
The powerful story is still well known
and read today.

Throughout his successful career,
Miller maintained his connection to
the University of Michigan. He often
visited to meet and work with students
in the theater program. The university
awarded him an honorary Doctor of
Humane Letters in 1956, and Miller
worked with the Alumni Club of New
York to establish the Arthur Miller
Award for aspiring writers. In 2000, Mil-
ler sent a simple postcard to the uni-
versity allowing it to name a theater
after him.

Therefore, it is fitting that Arthur
Miller’s lasting contributions as a
playwright and author will be forever
remembered through the Arthur Miller
Theater. It is my pleasure to commend
the University of Michigan for hon-
oring his memory and impressive ac-
complishments. I urge my colleagues
to support this resolution.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. KILDEE. Madam Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Madam Speaker, H. Res. 216 cele-
brates the life of one of the greatest
playwrights of all time. In addition,
this resolution rightly recognizes the
University of Michigan for naming a
theater after this great American.

Arthur Miller was a Pulitzer Prize
winner; a recipient of the New York
Drama Critics Circle Award; the Na-
tion’s most distinguished recognition
for the arts, the Kennedy Center Hon-
ors. He enriched our country through
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his great works, including ‘“‘Death of a
Salesman,” ‘‘The Crucible” and ‘“A
View From the Bridge.”

This remarkable man and his re-
markable work really took root at the
University of Michigan. At age 19 when
he came to Michigan, he began to real-
ize his dream was to become a writer.
Miller won two of the University of
Michigan’s prestigious Avery Hopwood
Awards while attending the University.
Michigan and the entire university
were happy to call Arthur Miller one of
our most distinguished citizens and
alumni.

Madam Speaker, I wanted to thank
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
SCHWARZ) for introducing this resolu-
tion. The University of Michigan de-
serves recognition for naming a theater
after this great American. We would be
remiss, however, if we did not also rec-
ognize the contributions Arthur Miller
made to our country and to the world.
I urge Members to support this resolu-
tion.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. EHLERS. Madam Speaker, I
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. SCHWARZ), my distin-
guished colleague.

Mr. SCHWARZ of Michigan. Madam
Speaker, I commend my colleague from
Flint, a fellow University of Michigan
graduate, and also another gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. EHLERS).

‘““After the Fall,” ‘“All My Sons,”
“Death of a Salesman,” ‘“‘The Cru-
cible,” ‘‘Anatomy of the People,” ‘A
View From the Bridge,” ‘““The Misfits,”
“Incident at Vichy,” ‘“The Arch-
bishop’s Ceiling,” “Two-Way Mirror,”
“The Last Yankee” and innumerable
other works by Arthur Miller, a distin-
guished graduate of the University of
Michigan.

As an individual in the House whose
district almost comes up to Ann Arbor,
I think I can safely say I represent also
the sentiments of the dean of House,
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. DIN-
GELL), who represents Ann Arbor, in
supporting this resolution.

Arthur Miller was like many stu-
dents who come to University of Michi-
gan, especially in that era. They came
from the eastern part of the United
States, came from families that did not
have a great deal of wealth, and were
extremely hard workers. As alluded to
by the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
KILDEE) and the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. EHLERS), Arthur Miller had an
extremely successful career at the uni-
versity winning the Hopwood Award,
an award given to students for the best
writing, two times at the university.
He graduated and wrote for the Federal
Theater Project; and after World War
II, he wrote and his magna opus was
performed on Broadway, ‘‘Death of a
Salesman.”

Subsequent to that, Miller wrote
many plays, some made into moving
pictures, some performed on Broadway.
It is indeed, as the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. EHLERS) indicated, a
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very rare day when somewhere in the
world an Arthur Miller play is not per-
formed.

As a means of saluting Mr. Miller,
then-president of the University of
Michigan, now president of Columbia
University, Lee Bollinger, had the idea
that we should build a theater on the
University of Michigan campus and
name it after Arthur Miller. And as the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. EHLERS)
indicated, Arthur Miller, by a postcard
to the university, said yes, that would
be okay.

So in March 2005, following Mr. Mil-
ler’s death at the age of 88, the regents
of the University of Michigan approved
plans to build the Arthur Miller The-
ater, a 2b0-seat performing venue on
the campus of the University of Michi-
gan; and this resolution honors the late
Arthur Miller and the University of
Michigan, Mr. Miller for his contribu-
tions to American theater, and the
University of Michigan, I think, for
playing a part in educating Mr. Miller
and in recognizing the fact that he in-
deed was America’s greater playwright
of the 20th century.

Mr. KILDEE. Madam Speaker, I have
no further requests for time, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. EHLERS. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, I would just like to
make a few closing comments. I was
struck by the fact that Mr. Miller
spent some time working in an auto-
parts warehouse. There must be some
relationship between that and the Uni-
versity of Michigan because my young-
est son also spent some time working
at an auto-parts warehouse because he
did not intend to go to college or a uni-
versity. After a short time, he decided
to go to college and today is a faculty
member in geophysics at the Univer-
sity of Michigan. So for those wishing
to succeed at the University of Michi-
gan, they may consider starting to
work at an auto-parts warehouse.

I also want to recognize the impor-
tance of the preeminent play that Mr.
Miller wrote, ‘“Death of a Salesman.”
Very few works of the theater or cin-
ema have affected me as much as that,
simply because it struck me as some-
one who is a generation removed from
the time of that particular play. I was
just astounded at the generosity of
Willy Loman’s neighbor who recog-
nized that Willy was in trouble, tried
to help him, and every once in awhile
would slip him $20 and say, ‘“‘Do not
worry about repaying it. Whenever you
get it, just give it back to me.”

What struck me about that was there
was no widespread social network in
those days, and people depended on
their neighbors. This is something we
have lost today. Handing a neighbor $20
in the 1930s and early 1940s is equiva-
lent to handing them more than $100
today; and how many of us would cas-
ually slip $100 to a neighbor and say,
Here, do not worry about it, just pay it
back when you can. I think that encap-
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sulates the spirit of that era. It was
very tough times in the 1930s after the
Great Depression, yet everyone helped
each other, and that is how we as a Na-
tion survived and became the great Na-
tion we are today.

I have many personal differences
with Mr. Miller and his stance and po-
sition on various issues, but I think it
is appropriate to recognize genius when
and where it exists, and it is certainly
appropriate for us to honor him today.
Therefore, I urge my colleagues to
adopt this resolution honoring Mr. Mil-
ler and the University of Michigan for
its role in naming a theater after him.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
BIGGERT). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. EHLERS) that the House
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution, H. Res. 216, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the reso-
lution, as amended, was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

—————

OBSERVING 30TH ANNIVERSARY
OF FALL OF THE REPUBLIC OF
VIETNAM TO THE COMMUNIST
FORCES OF NORTH VIETNAM

Mr. FORTENBERRY. Madam Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
agree to the resolution (H. Res. 228) ob-
serving the 30th anniversary of the fall
of the Republic of Vietnam to the Com-
munist Forces of North Vietnam, as
amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. RES. 228

Whereas the Vietnamese who resettled in
the United States after the events of April
1975 have, through perseverance and hard
work, been able to rebuild their lives and
form a vibrant community across the United
States, nearly a million and a half strong,
which contributes in many significant ways
to the richness and diversity of American so-
ciety:;

Whereas the large flow of refugees to the
United States and elsewhere was caused by
the fall of the Republic of Vietnam to the
Communist forces of North Vietnam in April
1975, resulting in a world refugee crisis of
historic proportions, the exodus of millions
of Vietnamese, and hundreds of thousands of
deaths at sea;

Whereas since 1975, Vietnamese Americans
have worked tirelessly to promote freedom
and democracy in Vietnam;

Whereas the United States honors all
members of the United States Armed Forces
and members of the South Vietnamese forces
who fought in the Vietnam conflict, includ-
ing those individuals who gave the ultimate
sacrifice, their lives, for the cause of freedom
during such conflict; and

Whereas the interests of the United States
with respect to the Socialist Republic of
Vietnam will be best served when the Viet-
namese people fully enjoy the exercise of
their basic human rights regardless of poli-
tics, religion, gender, or ethnic origin: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—
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(1) honors the significant contributions of
Vietnamese Americans to the richness, di-
versity, and success of American society;

(2) observes the 30th anniversary of the
large exodus of refugees from Vietnam when
the Republic of Vietnam fell to the Com-
munist forces of North Vietnam;

(3) supports all individuals taking part in
events in Washington, D.C. and across the
United States to commemorate these mo-
mentous events in world history;

(4) honors the memory of those Vietnamese
who lost their lives in that refugee exodus;
and

(5) urges all citizens of the United States
to share in remembering these events and
working toward the full realization of free-
dom, democracy, and equality for all the
people of Vietnam.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Nebraska (Mr. FORTENBERRY) and the
gentleman from California (Mr. LAN-
TOS) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Nebraska (Mr. FORTENBERRY).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. FORTENBERRY. Madam Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
within which to revise and extend their
remarks and include extraneous mate-
rial on the resolution under consider-
ation.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Nebraska?

There was no objection.

Mr. FORTENBERRY. Madam Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Madam Speaker, I would like to first
start by thanking the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. Tom DAvIS) for intro-
ducing this timely resolution honoring
the contributions of Vietnamese Amer-
icans to American society over the
past 3 decades.

This past week marked the 30th anni-
versary of the fall of Saigon, a tragic
anniversary on many levels. Those
events signified the fall of the Republic
of Vietnam to the Communist forces of
North Vietnam, and also marked the
start of several successive waves of
people fleeing their homeland in a ref-
ugee exodus that ultimately involved
millions of Vietnamese. Of those who
fled as boat people in the late 1970s,
countless thousands died at sea.

The resolution before us honors the
memory of those victims as well as the
many sacrifices made by the Armed
Forces of the United States and of
South Vietnam during the Vietnam
Conflict. But more centrally, the reso-
lution honors the significant contribu-
tions of Vietnamese Americans to the

richness, diversity, and success of
American society.
O 1515

Adversity reveals the mettle of a peo-
ple. The hundreds of thousands of Viet-
namese  who braved those cir-
cumstances to relocate in the United
States have since grown into a vibrant
American community nearly 1.5 mil-
lion strong. In addition to thriving in
their newfound homeland, Vietnamese
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Americans have also worked tirelessly
in their attempts to realize freedom
and equality for all people in Vietnam,
an ideal that remains a work in
progress.

This week, many Americans are
gathering in Washington, D.C., and
elsewhere to commemorate the events
of 30 years ago. Thus, it is a particu-
larly fitting time for all Americans to
join them in remembering the hard-
ships and accomplishments of the past
as well as our shared hopes for the fu-
ture. For these reasons, House Resolu-
tion 228 deserves our unanimous sup-
port.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. LANTOS. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I rise in strong support of this resolu-
tion. At the outset, I would like to
commend the gentleman from Virginia
(Mr. Tom DAvVIs) for introducing this
important resolution and the gen-
tleman from Nebraska (Mr.
FORTENBERRY) for ably managing it on
the floor.

Madam Speaker, 30 years ago, the
fall of South Vietnam caused a refugee
crisis of enormous proportions. Three
million Vietnamese fled their home-
land, with more than 1.5 million ulti-
mately arriving in the United States.
While a few left from the top of the
U.S. Embassy in helicopters in the hur-
ried rush at the end of the war, mil-
lions were loaded with their families
onto rickety, overcrowded boats to flee
Vietnam for freedom.

The resolution before us observes the
30th anniversary of this huge exodus of
refugees from Vietnam and honors the
significant contributions made by Viet-
namese Americans after their arrival
in the United States.

Madam Speaker, we are a Nation of
immigrants, and Vietnamese Ameri-
cans have warmly embraced the values
and ethics of previous immigrant gen-
erations: hard work, education, an em-
phasis on family, and a strong embrace
of our democratic system. Many Viet-
namese Americans arrived with little
more than the clothes on their back
and have made new, prosperous lives
for themselves here in the TUnited
States. Vietnamese Americans have be-
come astronauts, television anchors,
NFL football players, attorneys gen-
eral and software entrepreneurs. They
have made significant contributions to
our society and to our culture, and
their positive influence on our Nation
will continue to grow.

Vietnamese Americans have also
made the ultimate sacrifice for their
newly adopted Nation. On March 22,
2004, Marine Lance Corporal Andrew
Dang was killed by enemy fire while on
patrol near Ramadi in Iraq. Andrew
joined the Marines about a month after
the start of the war in Iraq and was as-
signed to Camp Pendleton in my home
State of California. After his death, a
fellow Marine wrote about Andrew, and
I quote, ‘“Everyone could count on him
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and no one questioned his loyalty. He
believed in what the United States was
doing against terror and so do we. None
of us who knew Andrew will ever forget
him.”

Madam Speaker, our condolences go
out to Andrew’s family as does our
great appreciation for his willingness
to serve our Nation.

Vietnamese Americans are increas-
ingly part of the fabric of American so-
ciety, working hard, caring for their
families, and giving back to their
adopted homeland. Our resolution rec-
ognizes the evolution of the Viet-
namese-American community and
their lasting contributions to our en-
tire Nation.

Madam Speaker, I am delighted to
yield 3 minutes to the gentlewoman

from California (Ms. LORETTA
SANCHEZ).
Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-

fornia. Madam Speaker, I thank the
gentleman from California for yielding
me this time.

I rise today in support of House Reso-
lution 228, which marks the 30th anni-
versary of the fall of Saigon. Last
weekend, thousands of Vietnamese
Americans from across the country
came to Washington for the Vietnam
Freedom March. This event celebrated
the freedom and the heritage of the Vi-
etnamese-American community, hon-
ored the sacrifices of American and Vi-
etnamese veterans, and highlighted the
desperate need for freedom and basic
human rights in Vietnam today. I am
proud to have been an honorary cohost
of this event, along with over 20 of my
House colleagues, and I look forward to
the support of this entire body for the
resolution in today’s vote. As the con-
gressional representative of the largest
Vietnamese community outside of
Vietnam, it is a great privilege to bring
this legislation to the floor today on
their behalf.

Madam Speaker, the gentleman from
California is right. The Vietnamese
community here in America has done
an incredible job. They are hard work-
ers, they are business owners, they are
in the top universities, they are get-
ting educated, they are beginning the
political process, having now been
elected in many of the areas, in Orange
County and also in Texas, and, I be-
lieve, in Virginia.

It is great to see the strides that they
have made as an immigrant commu-
nity here in the United States. But the
truth of the matter is that the people,
especially people back in Orange Coun-
ty and around here that are Viet-
namese Americans, are still worried
about the situation in Vietnam. We
know that the people of Vietnam awak-
en every day under a very harsh and re-
pressive regime, and events such as the
Vietnam Freedom March remind those
of us here in Washington that even 30
yvears after the fall of Saigon, there re-
mains much to be done before the Viet-
namese people can enjoy the freedom
and the liberty that we here in Amer-
ica often take for granted.
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I hope that my colleagues will work
with me and with the Vietnamese com-
munity of the United States to work
on the human rights issues still left
there in Vietnam. They came here be-
cause they were seeking freedom and
liberty. We fought and we lost 58,000
Americans in that war trying to find
freedom and liberty. I hope we will con-
tinue as Americans to fight for freedom
and liberty.

Mr. FORTENBERRY. Madam Speak-
er, I yield such time as he may con-
sume to the gentleman from California
(Mr. ROYCE).

Mr. ROYCE. Madam Speaker, I rise
in support of this resolution honoring
the contributions of Vietnamese Amer-
icans to American society over the
past 3 decades. After the events of
April 1975, many brave Vietnamese mi-
grated to the United States. Through
perseverance and hard work, they re-
built their lives to form a vibrant com-
munity across this country.

I take great pride in representing a
part of Orange County’s thriving Viet-
namese-American community, and I
have witnessed the community’s
growth over the years. There are now
more than 3,600 Vietnamese-American-
owned businesses straddling the cities
of Garden Grove, Santa Ana and West-
minster. Little Saigon is no longer
“little.” It is the cultural and commer-
cial capital for close to 300,000 Viet-
namese Americans, the largest con-
centration outside Vietnam.

I have seen the community grow not
only economically but politically as
well. Van Tran, who used to work for
me in the State senate, has now been
elected to the State assembly, the
highest Vietnamese American elected
to public office. Rightly, these Viet-
namese Americans are focused on pro-
moting democratic ideals in Vietnam.
The U.S. must be a strong advocate of
human rights, particularly when basic
freedoms are being wantonly dis-
regarded as they are in Vietnam. We
must continue to shine a light on re-
pression in that country.

I am sorry to say that in the 30 years,
not much has changed in Vietnam. Not
much has changed since the Com-
munists launched their disastrous So-
cialist Republic of Vietnam because po-
litical, religious and economic free-
doms have been systematically
squashed. This is a government that
continues to deny citizens of Vietnam
the right to change their government.
When I visited Vietnam, I saw first-
hand the Communist Party’s harass-
ment of those Vietnamese citizens who
decided to peacefully set forth dis-
senting political and religious views.
When I met with the venerable Thich
Quang Do and Le Quang Liem, I was
immediately denounced by that Com-
munist government.

But I must share with you that there
is a strategy that is working to bring
information to Vietnam. Radio Free
Asia is an effective tool listened to
across the country. I have carried leg-
islation to expand those broadcasts.
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But I would share with you in my con-
versations with Vietnamese that in the
same way that Lech Walesa in Poland
listened to those radio broadcasts and
in the same way the members of soli-
darity had a chance to have their story
told across Poland, in the same way
that Vaclav Havel used to tune into
Radio Free Europe, Radio Liberty
broadcasts, today people across South-
east Asia, in Burma and in Vietnam
have that same opportunity to listen
to the news not only about what is hap-
pening in the world but what is hap-
pening inside their own country, and
that is shaping the values and the atti-
tudes and the knowledge of a new gen-
eration of young Vietnamese.

The Vietnamese-American commu-
nity has not lost sight of the struggle
in their original homeland for freedom,
for religious freedom, for freedom of
speech, even for the right of young peo-
ple to sit down in an Internet cafe and
have a dialogue without censorship.
They are a part of this effort to make
certain that those ideals stay alive so
that in the same way that eastern Eu-
rope came to evolve into a democratic,
market-oriented, tolerant society, that
there will be that opportunity in the
future for Vietnam.

In the meantime, this resolution
commends the success of the Viet-
namese-American community. I thank
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. ToMm
DAVIS) and the other cosponsors of this
resolution and urge its passage.

Mr. LANTOS. Madam Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 4 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-
LEE).

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Madam
Speaker, I thank the ranking member
very much for yielding me this time
and the sponsor of this legislation and
my colleagues, because I believe that
we come unanimous to the floor to ac-
knowledge the 30th anniversary of the
fall of the Republic of Vietnam to, un-
fortunately, the Communist forces, but
to stand tall with the resolved in Viet-
nam that fought steadfastly against
those forces and to applaud the Viet-
namese community which I have the
opportunity of interacting with and, of
course, working with in my own com-
munity of Houston.

I am proud to be an original cospon-
sor of this legislation and to have sup-
ported the recent event this past week-
end commemorating the contributions
and, of course, the commitment of the
Vietnamese people and their long-
standing commitment to Vietnam.
Truly, the Vietnam War has had a last-
ing impact on our Nation and, indeed,
the world in the 30 years since it has
ended. The nation of Vietnam today is
showing signs of economic revival.
Much like China, Vietnam is realizing
that market reforms that are more
open and free can yield a greater fiscal
growth and development.

However, again like China, Vietnam
must also take the same approach in
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respecting opposition and, of course,
freedom and civil liberties. Unfortu-
nately, the citizens of Vietnam must
still endure arbitrary arrests, deten-
tions without trial and the censorship
of peaceful expressions of political and
religious beliefs. These practices are
not uncommon because they are writ-
ten into the national constitution. Spe-
cifically, article 4 of the constitution
of the Socialist Republic of Vietnam
ensures the supremacy of the Viet-
namese Community Party as the only
political party in the country. At the
same time, the government continues
to enforce an extra-legal administra-
tive decree to detain or place under
house arrest any dissidents or civilians
for up to 2 years, without trial, under
the pretext of endangering national se-
curity.

That is why, Madam Speaker, I have
been concerned about establishing
trade relations that has not answered
the question of the freedom of people in
parts of Vietnam and particularly in
the Communist areas. I also believe it
is important to stand up to demand
that those who have been incarcerated
and detained are released and to say to
those who are here, the Vietnamese
community, that we stand with them
in order to ensure the reuniting of
their family members, many of them
separated now for decades.
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But that has not stopped the Viet-
namese community in Houston, in
Texas, and around the Nation from
being strong advocates and supporters
of their individual communities. They
are business persons, they are artists,
they are teachers, they are community
leaders.

I want to thank the community in
Houston for raising over $100,000 and
coming to the aid of the victims of the
tsunami by working with Houston’s
Solution for Tsunami Relief. I would
like to acknowledge their artistic ac-
tivities by saluting the Vietnamese
Dance Company, saluting the first Vi-
etnamese who was elected to the State
legislature in the last election, and of
course to salute those individuals who
befriend and take care of their senior
citizens. They have one of the best citi-
zens programs for many of these elder-
ly Vietnamese citizens who do not
speak the language because they came
to this country way after the prime of
their life, but there is no more group
that loves freedom as much as the Vi-
etnamese community. And my senior
citizens, who may not be able to speak
English very well, I can assure Mem-
bers that freedom is in their hearts,
that they love this Nation, that they
realize that they are in a country that
is free and respects them.

So I am proud to recognize the
achievements of Vietnamese Ameri-
cans in 3 decades since the end of the
Vietnam War. And I am proud to say
that the city of Houston is home to
about 160,000 Vietnamese who maintain
an active and vibrant community.
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They live at Bellaire. They have a
Vietnam town there. One can find Viet-
namese shops and restaurants, places
of worship, but I will say they are very
welcoming. 900 AM is Radio Saigon in
Houston. They believe in being part of
this Nation.

On April 30, 1975, the Republic of
Vietnam fell to the Communist forces;
but now we are standing to say that
even as it fell, it yielded 3 million refu-
gees, at least 500,000 individuals who
died at sea trying to escape from dan-
ger, but they came to the United
States and they stand together as free
and united.

I congratulate the community, and I
thank the distinguished ranking mem-
ber for his leadership also.

| rise today as a cosponsor of H. Res. 228,
which observes the 30th anniversary of the fall
of the Republic of Vietnam to the Communist
forces of North Vietnam. In addition, this reso-
lution honors the contributions of Vietnamese
Americans to American Society over the past
three decades. Truly, the Vietnam War has
had a lasting impact on our Nation and indeed
the world in the 30 years since it ended.

The nation of Vietnam today is showing
signs of economic revival. Much like China,
Vietnam is realizing that market reforms that
are more open and free can yield greater fis-
cal growth and development. However, much
like China, Vietnam must also take the same
approach of open opposition and freedom for
its civil liberties. Unfortunately, the citizens of
Vietnam must still endure arbitrary arrests, de-
tentions without trial, and the censorship of
peaceful expressions of political and religious
beliefs. these practices are not uncommon be-
cause they are written into the nation Constitu-
tion. Specifically, Article 4 of the Constitution
of the Socialist Republic of Vietham ensures
the supremacy of the Vietnamese Communist
Party as the only political party in the country.
At the same time the government continues to
enforce an extra-legal administrative decree to
detain or place under house arrest any dis-
sidents or civilians for up to 2 years, without
trail, under the pretext of “endangering na-
tional security.” As a Member of Congress |
have always stood for human rights and these
practices go against all tenants of good gov-
ernance. Truly, any nation in this era that
hopes to have its place in the international
community must maintain proper standards in
human rights.

| am proud to recognize the achievements
of Viethamese Americans in the 3 decades
since the end of the Vietham War. | am proud
to say that the City of Houston is home to
about 160,000 Viethamese, who have main-
tained an active and vibrant community. In the
Southwest Houston Area at Bellaire Street,
there is an area the community refers to as
Vietnam Town, where you can find many of
the Vietnamese shops, restaurants, and
places of worship. In addition, the Vietnamese
community in Houston has established their
own radio stations including 900 AM Radio
Saigon Houston.

On April 30, 1975, the Republic of Vietnam
fell to the Communist forces of North Vietnam,
resulting in a world refuge crisis of historic
proportions, and yielding approximately
3,000,000 refugees around the world and at
least 500,000 individuals who died at sea try-
ing to escape from danger. One million five
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hundred thousand of those Viethamese reset-
tled in the United States and like the Viet-
namese community in Houston they have con-
tributed to the diversity and vibrancy of our
Nation.

As we commemorate the thirtieth anniver-
sary of the end of the Vietham War we should
take this time to reflect on our current war in
Irag. Much like the final years of Vietham we
are confronted with the question of how do we
end this war and when can we bring our fight-
ing men and women home to be with their
families and loved ones? There have been
1,763 coalition troop deaths in Iraq, 1,585 of
which have been Americans. At least 12,243
U.S. troops have been wounded in action and
their lives will be changed forever because of
this war. In addition, the latest attacks in Iraq
by insurgents have killed hundreds of innocent
Iraqi civilians. We must work vigorously to en-
sure that we have a proper exit strategy in
Iraq. We can not allow more American troops
to die without doing all we can to extract them
from this danger. We must work to bring the
current state of chaos in Iraq to be under con-
trol.

Can | thank the good people of Vietnam
who came but to this Nation or refugee, who
now serve us well. | believe we must likewise
find resolve to fix the problem in Iraq.

Mr. LANTOS. Madam Speaker, I have
no further requests for time, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. FORTENBERRY. Madam Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

I wish to thank the distinguished
gentleman from California (Mr. LAN-
TOS) for his profound remarks today.

Madam Speaker, this resolution hon-
ors the accomplishments of the Viet-
namese Americans who have proudly
contributed in so many ways to Amer-
ican society, and I am personally
grateful for so many friends in eastern
Nebraska, including Loan Vu, Bich and
Brian Bui, Tha and Cuong Nguyen, and
Phi Huynh, who have opened their
homes to me, sharing personal stories
of hardship and escape, of hope in seek-
ing to rebuild their lives in America,
and gratitude for the blessings of our
country.

I am grateful for the opportunity to
offer this resolution, which I hope my
colleagues will support.

Mr. HONDA. Madam Speaker, | rise today
to thank my colleague, the co-chairs of the
Congressional Caucus on Vietnam, Rep-
resentatives TOM DAVIS, ZOE LOFGREN, CHRIS
SMITH and LORETTA SANCHEZ for their leader-
ship in bringing H. Res. 228 to the floor. This
resolution honors the contributions to the
United States made by the Viethamese Ameri-
cans since their arrival nearly 30 years ago.

Today, there are 1.2 million Vietnamese
Americans living in the U.S. More than
484,000 Vietnamese live in my home state of
California, giving us the largest Vietnamese
American community outside of Vietham; my
hometown of San Jose the largest Vietnamese
population of any city outside of Vietnam. The
Vietnamese community makes up the largest
population of Southeast Asian refugees to
have settled in the United States.

When Saigon fell to the communists 30
years ago, the first wave of Viethamese fled
Vietnam. Approximately 135,000 Vietnamese
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refugees fled to the U.S.; a majority of them
were ex-military and government officials who
were our allies during the Vietnam War.

The second migration of refugees came
from the southern portion of the newly reuni-
fied nation of Vietnam. Of the countless thou-
sands who tried to flee the country in make-
shift boats, as many as half perished at sea.
Those who succeeded found refugee camps
in Thailand, Malaysia, Indonesia, the Phil-
ippines, and Hong Kong.

In the late 1970s, the United Nations High
Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR) nego-
tiated an agreement under which the govern-
ment of Vietnam would allow an orderly depar-
ture for those with relatives who had resettled
abroad. From 1975 to 2002, a total of 759,000
Vietnamese refugees fled Vietnam and reset-
tled in the United States.

The Vietnamese American community has
made and continues to make positive contribu-
tions to the U.S. Vietnamese Americans can
be found in any profession, becoming doctors,
lawyers, actors, politicians, scientists, profes-
sional athletes, and entrepreneurs.

In 1992, Tony Quang Lam became the first
Vietnamese American elected to public office;
he served as a City Council Member in West-
minster, CA until 2002. Eugene Trinh became
the first Vietnamese American Astronaut for
the Space Shuttle Columbia in 1992. Recently
in the 2004 elections, Hubert Vo became the
first Vietnamese American to win a Texas
State Legislature seat, representing District
149 of Texas.

Madam Speaker, the list of accomplished
Vietnamese Americans goes on, and these
are just some examples of the vibrant Viet-
namese American community. As we move
forward and honor the accomplishments of
this community, we must also address the dis-
parities that still exist in this community, such
as college graduation rates and the number of
those living below the poverty level.

As we recognize the history and contribu-
tions of Vietnamese Americans, we continue
to honor their stories of hardship, their noble
struggles, and their extraordinary accomplish-
ments.

Ms. BORDALLO. Madam Speaker, | rise
today in strong support of H. Res. 228 which
recognizes the 30th anniversary of the tragic
fall of the Republic of Vietham and honors the
1.5 million Vietnamese-Americans who have
settled in the U.S. and worked to promote de-
mocracy and prosperity in the U.S. as well as
back in their homeland.

As this Congress is aware, the tragedy of
the fall of the Republic of Vietnam displaced
approximately 3 million Vietnamese. Many of
these individuals sought refuge in the United
States. The people of Guam have a special
relationship with these Vietnamese-Americans,
150,000 of whom arrived in Guam as refugees
after the fall of Saigon in April 1975. To give
you some perspective on the impact of this
refugee crisis and the magnitude of Operation
New Life, the current population of Guam
today is 157,000. At the time of Operation
New Life, Guam grew by 150 percent in a
matter of days.

My late husband Ricardo J. Bordallo was
Governor of Guam at the time of Operation
New Life, and | remember how the Guam
community came together in solidarity with the
Vietnamese people and worked hard to help
comfort these brave individuals who had left
all their worldly possessions behind in the
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name of freedom. The people of Guam
empathized with the Vietnamese refugees,
and we opened our hearts as well as our is-
land home to them. Schools were closed be-
cause the buses and classrooms were needed
to respond to this human emergency. The
Asian refugee camp became our largest vil-
lage overnight. One of my assignments as
First Lady was to organize the care for the
hundreds of orphan babies that arrived in Op-
eration Baby Lift. This was a moving experi-
ence that has remained one of my fondest
memories of my husband’s first term as Gov-
ernor of Guam.

Today, many of the Vietnamese refugees
who landed in Guam continue to live and
prosper in the Guam community and through-
out the United States. They have had families,
opened businesses and contributed to our na-
tional life. They represent the finest ideals of
political freedom.

Many of the Vietnamese refugees have
used their skills to create new businesses and
to improve their lives and the lives of their fel-
low refugees. | am proud to call attention to
one example of how Vietnamese-Americans
have become an American success story. | re-
cently learned of a new business venture in
southern California called the First Viethamese
American Bank, which, when fully operational,
will serve the Vietnamese-American commu-
nity as well as prime the economic pumps for
business relationships between Vietnam and
the United States. The visionary board of the
First Vietnamese American Bank gives us all
hope that economic ties will lead the way to-
wards stronger relationships between the Viet-
namese people and the American people. |
congratulate them on this bold endeavor and
| wish them success in serving their commu-
nity as well as building bridges to their former
homeland. | commend the Chairman of the
Board, Dr. Chan Q. Kieu, and the Directors,
Mr. Pedro (Sonny) P. Ada, Mr. Arthur B.
Birtcher, Mr.Walter L. Hannen Sr., Mr. Alex L.
Hoang, Mr. Joe Keleman, Dr. Hieu T. Nguyen,
Ms. Loan (Lynn) T. Nguyen, and Mr. Masao
Tsuzura. | also commend the President and
Chief Executive Officer Dr. Hieu T. Nguyen,
and senior managers Mr. Binh S. Hoang, Mr.
John A. Podlesni and Mr. Douglas M. Shearer.

We reflect today on the long road from the
fall of Saigon to a new world that seeks peace
and prosperity. The Vietnamese-Americans
who inspire us also remind us of the cost of
the freedom we enjoy. We hope that Vietnam
will continue on its own political journey so
that one day the freedom that Vietnamese-
Americans enjoy in America can be shared by
their families in Vietnam. That is a vision worth
pursuing and in supporting H. Res. 228, Con-
gress can express its solidarity with all those
who share this vision for Vietnam.

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Madam Speak-
er, | rise today in support of H. Res. 228,
which | introduced to observe the 30th anni-
versary of the fall of the Republic of Vietnam
to the Communist forces of North Vietnam.

As you know, the Republic of Vietham suc-
cumbed to North Vietnamese Communist
troops on April 30, 1975. This dark day was a
great tragedy not only for Viethamese people,
but for all democratic governments and free
people in the world. America reacted quickly
by opening its hearts and borders to over one
million Vietnamese refugees. Another one mil-
lion people fled to Europe, Australia, and Can-
ada, and almost one million died en route to
freedom.
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Many came here by surviving incredible
hardships. They risked their lives on rickety
boats facing pirates, starvation, and the perils
of being at sea on open boats for weeks and
months on end. Others escaped through dan-
gerous mountainous and jungle terrain and
those who were not so lucky were forced into
so called “Re-education Camps” which were
nothing more than concentration camps de-
signed to torture and kill people who opposed
the community regime. Soldiers, writers, jour-
nalists, members of the clergy and other reli-
gious leaders all suffered the same fate in
these camps: humiliation, torture, and often,
death.

We owe all those who gave the ultimate
sacrifice during the Vietham War, both Amer-
ican and Vietnamese, a debt of gratitude that
can never be repaid. While we pay homage to
these fallen heroes with resolutions and com-
memorations, the most fitting tribute is the en-
during memory of their lives.

Madam Speaker, in 1994 the United States
ended its trade embargo with Vietham and
normalized relations with Hanoi. While the
U.S. continues to open diplomatic relations
with Vietnam, we must remember that many
issues remain unresolved, including human
rights violations, lack of religious freedom, and
government corruption.

| have traveled to Vietham many times to
learn about these issues first-hand, as well as
to raise these concerns with high-level offi-
cials. In addition, the large Vietnamese-Amer-
ican community in my congressional district
continues to keep me apprised of the situa-
tion. As a member of the Vietnam Caucus, |
am dedicated to promoting awareness and
policy debates among the U.S. Congress, the
American public, and the international commu-
nity about the greater need for fundamental
human rights in the Socialist Republic of Viet-
nam.

Madam Speaker, | urge every citizen of the
United States to share in remembering this
dark chapter in history. We must strive to have
a greater understanding of the role these
events had in hollowing the Vietnamese peo-
ple of their liberty to provide the necessary
leadership so that one day the Vietnamese
people may enjoy freedom, democracy, and
equality.

| am hopeful H. Res. 228 will serve as a
sensible voice of reason and help move the
Vietnamese people one step closer toward ul-
timate liberation and freedom. At the least,
however, | believe it will help shed much
needed light on the atrocities committed by
the Socialist Republic of Vietnam everyday on
its own citizens. | would like to thank the other
co-chairs of the Vietnam Caucus, LORETTA
SANCHEZ, CHRIS SMITH, and ZOE LOFGREN, for
their support and urge my colleagues to join
me in the passage of this resolution.

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Madam
Speaker, | rise as a coauthor in strong support
of H. Res. 228, a resolution that marks the
30th anniversary of the fall of the Republic of
Vietham and that honors the contributions of
Vietnamese-Americans to American society
over the past three decades.

April 30, 1975 marked a very somber day
for millions of people when the Republic of
Vietnam fell to Communist forces from North
Vietnam. Instantly, the world was faced with
millions of refugees, many who resettled in the
United States, but also hundreds of thousands
who perished at sea in their attempt to escape
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Communist forces. Those who remained in
Vietnam were forced to re-education camps
and detention as their punishment.

Unfortunately, to this day, the Vietnamese
Communist government continues to violate
basic human rights of its own citizens. As it
has been documented by various States De-
partment reports, the U.S. Commission on
International  Religious Freedom, Amnesty
International and various Vietnamese-Amer-
ican groups, the Vietnamese government has
been an egregious violator of religious free-
dom, human rights, and free speech. The gov-
ernment in Vietham has continuously impris-
oned religious figures who simply want to
practice their faith, journalists attempting to
print basic information about the actions of
their government, and democratic activists in
Vietnam. Vietnamese-Americans are playing a
vital role to ensure that the Vietnamese gov-
ernment improves its human rights record, but
much work remains to be done.

Even though April 30th, 2005 marks the
30th anniversary of a very sad day for millions
of Vietnamese and American families whose
sons and daughters gave the ultimate sacrifice
during the Vietnam War, it is also a day to en-
thusiastically commend countless contributions
that millions of Vietnamese-Americans have
made in the United States. In just 30 years,
1.5 million Vietnamese refugees rebuilt their
lives to become leaders in education, busi-
ness, and government in the United Sates and
have greatly enriched the cultural diversity of
our country.

So today | rise to remember the sacrifice of
American and Vietnamese soldiers who fought
for democracy in Vietnam and for their families
who suffered their loss and injury. But | also
rise to commend millions of courageous Viet-
namese-Americans who have successfully re-
built their lives in the United States while fight-
ing to improve the human rights situation for
their brothers and sisters left in Vietnam.

Mr. FORTENBERRY. Madam Speak-
er, I have no further requests for time,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
BIGGERT). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from Ne-
braska (Mr. FORTENBERRY) that the
House suspend the rules and agree to
the resolution, H. Res. 228, as amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative.

Mr. LANTOS. Madam Speaker,
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

on

—————

CALLING ON GOVERNMENT OF NI-
GERIA TO TRANSFER CHARLES
GHANKAY TAYLOR TO SPECIAL
COURT FOR SIERRA LEONE

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Madam
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and agree to the concurrent resolution
(H. Con. Res. 127) calling on the Gov-
ernment of the Federal Republic of Ni-
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geria to transfer Charles Ghankay Tay-
lor, former President of the Republic of
Liberia, to the Special Court for Sierra
Leone to be tried for war crimes,
crimes against humanity, and other se-
rious violations of international hu-
manitarian law.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. CoN. RES. 127

Whereas on January 16, 2002, as requested
by United Nations Security Council Resolu-
tion 1315 (2000), an agreement was signed by
the Government of the Republic of Sierra
Leone and the United Nations to establish
the Special Court for Sierra Leone;

Whereas the Special Court for Sierra Leone
was given the power to prosecute persons
who have committed and ‘‘bear the greatest
responsibility’”” for war crimes, crimes
against humanity, other serious violations of
international humanitarian law, and certain
crimes under Sierra Leonean law committed
within the territory of Sierra Leone during
that country’s brutal civil war during the pe-
riod after November 30, 1996;

Whereas on June 4, 2003, the Special Court
for Sierra Leone unsealed an indictment
issued on March 3, 2003, against Charles
Ghankay Taylor, former President of the Re-
public of Liberia, charging him with seven-
teen counts of war crimes, crimes against
humanity, and other violations of inter-
national humanitarian law relating to his
role in directly supporting and materially,
logistically, and politically abetting the
rebel Revolutionary United Front (RUF) and
its actions, including its notorious, wide-
spread, and systematic attacks upon the ci-
vilian population of Sierra Leone;

Whereas the indictment of Charles Taylor
includes charges of terrorizing civilians and
subjecting civilians to collective punish-
ment, mass murder, sexual slavery and rape,
abduction and hostage taking, severe mutila-
tion, including the cutting off of limbs and
other physical violence and inhumane acts,
enslavement, forced labor, forced military
conscription, including forced conscription
of children, theft, arson, looting, and pillage,
and widespread attacks upon the United Na-
tions Mission in Sierra Leone (UNAMSIL)
and humanitarian workers by the Revolu-
tionary United Front combatants;

Whereas the Revolutionary United Front
was notorious for brutally murdering and
torturing civilians, including the amputa-
tion of limbs with machetes, and by carving
“RUF” onto the bodies of thousands of vic-
tims, including women and children;

Whereas the Revolutionary United Front
made widespread use of abducted children as
laborers and soldiers and forced many of the
abducted children to perform severe human
rights abuses, constituting a serious crime
under the jurisdiction of the Special Court
for Sierra Leone;

Whereas on August 11, 2003, Charles Taylor
departed Liberia for Calabar, Nigeria, where
he was granted asylum and, according to
press reports, agreed to end his involvement
in Liberian politics;

Whereas in September 2003 the Govern-
ment of the Federal Republic of Nigeria
warned Taylor that it would ‘‘not tolerate
any breach of this condition and others
which forbid him from engaging in active
communications with anyone engaged in po-
litical, illegal or governmental activities in
Liberia’’;

Whereas the United States, Nigeria, and
other concerned nations have contributed ex-
tensive political, human, military, financial,
and material resources toward the building
of peace and stability in Liberia and Sierra
Leone;



May 3, 2005

Whereas the Special Court for Sierra Leone
has contributed to developing the rule of law
in Sierra Leone and is deserving of support;

Whereas on March 17, 2005, the United Na-
tions Secretary-General reported to the
United Nations Security Council that
Charles Taylor’s ‘‘former military com-
manders and business associates, as well as
members of his political party, maintain reg-
ular contact with him and are planning to
undermine the peace process’ in Liberia;

Whereas David Crane, Chief Prosecutor at
the Special Court for Sierra Leone, stated:
““Unless and until Charles Taylor is brought
to justice, there will be no peace. Charles
Taylor is a big cloud hanging over Liberia.
He is still ruling the country from his house
arrest in Calabar. His agents remain influen-
tial in the country.”’;

Whereas on March 22, 2005, Jacques Klein,
the United Nations Special Representative of
the Secretary-General to Liberia, stated:
““‘Charles Taylor is a psychopath and a killer
. . . He’s still very much involved [in and is
... ] intrusive in Liberian politics.”’; and

Whereas Charles Taylor remains a serious
present and continuing threat to Liberian
and West African subregional political sta-
bility, security, and peace, and to United
States interests in the region: Now, there-
fore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That Congress urges the
Government of the Federal Republic of Nige-
ria to expeditiously transfer Charles
Ghankay Taylor, former President of the Re-
public of Liberia, to the jurisdiction of the
Special Court for Sierra Leone to undergo a
fair and open trial for war crimes, crimes
against humanity, and other serious viola-
tions of international humanitarian law.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. SMITH) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LANTOS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. SMITH).

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Madam
Speaker, I yield such time as she may
consume to the distinguished gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs. KELLY).

Mrs. KELLY. Madam Speaker, I rise
today in strong support of H. Con. Res.
127, a resolution calling on Nigeria to
turn over the former Liberian Presi-
dent Charles Taylor to the Special
Court for Sierra Leone. The Special
Court has indicted Taylor, who is alleg-
edly responsible for the murder, rape,
and mutilation of 1.2 million people
during the war in Sierra Leone in the
late 1990s.

It has now come to the surface that
the al Qaeda operatives both before and
after September 11 have viewed West
Africa as an effective sanctuary and as
a place to launder money. Evidence
suggests that Taylor himself was per-
sonally involved in serving as a middle-
man between al Qaeda and West Afri-
ca’s multimillion dollar diamond trade.
The illicit international trade in so-
called blood diamonds, an asset that is
virtually untraceable and easily con-
vertible into cash, helped fund many of
West Africa’s wars in the 1990s and
clearly is a suspected means of finance
for terrorists.

The United States estimates that be-
tween $70 million and $100 million is
still smuggled out of Sierra Leone each
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year, despite the coming of peace and
the international accords to block il-
licit trafficking. Taylor was a top con-
duit for smuggling West Africa dia-
monds which helped bankroll the insur-
gency that brought him to power in Li-
beria. Even though he is under house
arrest, Taylor is able to use his finan-
cial resources and contacts to ensure
that he has the protection of whoever
wins the October election. The new
government will make sure that Taylor
can return home, never to face the
court and allow him to continue to
pose a great threat to the region.

This is a man who has been indicted
on 17 counts of war crimes and crimes
against humanity. We must take ac-
tion to ensure justice and account-
ability. We can no longer allow Taylor
to evade responsibility for his uncon-
scionable actions. Taylor poses a clear
and present danger to West Africa and
U.S. interests. With the mandate of the
court set to expire at the end of this
yvear, we must act quickly to turn him
over to the SCSL.

Removing the potential for his re-
turn to power in the region will aid us
significantly in learning better the ex-
tent of his activities. This information
may be of great relevance to our na-
tional security.

As a cosponsor of this resolution, I
am very hopeful that with its agree-
ment this administration will speak
out actively and support Taylor’s im-
mediate extradition.

I want to thank the gentleman from
California (Mr. ROYCE), the gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. WOLF), the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LANTOS),
and the gentleman from Arkansas (Mr.
SNYDER) who worked especially hard on
this issue; and I certainly do thank the
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
SMITH), the chairman of the com-
mittee.

I encourage support of everyone for
this very important measure.

Mr. LANTOS. Madam Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, I rise in strong sup-
port of this resolution. I first would
like to commend the gentleman from
California (Mr. ROYCE) for introducing
this timely and important resolution,
which calls on the Nigerian Govern-
ment to hand over former Liberian
President Charles Taylor to the Special
Court for Sierra Leone.

Madam Speaker, the stability of
West Africa and many innocent lives
may be in jeopardy if Charles Taylor is
allowed to avoid justice for the horren-
dous crimes he committed during the
Sierra Leone civil war.

There is no doubt that the Nigerian
Government stepped in and helped end
that civil war and brought peace to Li-
beria by offering Taylor exile. The
terms of that exile stated, however,
that he was not to interfere in the in-
ternal affairs of Liberia.

According to the U.N. Secretary Gen-
eral, Charles Taylor is in regular con-
tact with former military commanders,
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business associates, and members of his
political party. Ominously, his depart-
ing statement when forced into exile,
that he would return to Liberia, re-
mains his goal.

Madam Speaker, Charles Taylor is an
international criminal of the worst
order. He was singularly responsible for
using conflict diamonds to fund armed
terrorist groups to destabilize Sierra
Leone. He financed the notorious Revo-
lutionary United Front terrorists, who
in turn recruited children and used
them to terrorize their own commu-
nities. And he is responsible for inno-
cent civilians having their limbs and
other body parts chopped off.

I am baffled by the reluctance of the
Government of Nigeria to transfer this
criminal Charles Taylor to the Special
Court where he belongs. Not only is
there strong evidence that he was a
brutal dictator and a warmonger as
president of Liberia; he has violated
the very conditions his host govern-
ment laid down for him to remain in
their custody.

I see absolutely no reason, Madam
Speaker, why Nigeria should continue
to offer Charles Taylor undeserved
sanctuary so that he can once again
pull together a criminal network to
terrorize the people of West Africa.

The relationship between the United
States and Nigeria is strong, and Nige-
ria remains an important ally of ours
in Africa. They should not jeopardize
this relationship for the likes of
Charles Taylor.

I urge all of my colleagues to support
H. Con. Res. 127.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Madam
Speaker, I yield such time as he may
consume to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. ROYCE), the distinguished
chairman, also the author of this reso-
lution.

Mr. ROYCE. Madam Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
SMITH) for yielding me this time.

I rise in support of House Concurrent
Resolution 127. This resolution calls on
the Government of Nigeria to transfer
Charles Taylor, the former president of
Nigeria, to the Special Court for Sierra
Leone so that he can be tried for war
crimes. And I would like to thank the
gentleman from Illinois (Chairman
HYDE) and the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. LANTOS), ranking member,
and the gentleman from New Jersey
(Chairman SMITH) for their support of
this resolution and also for their sup-
port over the years for the establish-
ment of a Special Court.

Madam Speaker, Charles Taylor has
been indicted on 17 counts, 17 counts of
war crimes and crimes against human-
ity by the Special Court for the role
that he played during Sierra Leone’s
brutal war. This hybrid court, which
has been supported by this body, has
been given jurisdiction over, in the
terms of that agreement, ‘‘those who
bear the greatest responsibility’ for
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the atrocities and human rights viola-
tions in this now-past war. Charles
Taylor is at the top of that list.

During the late 1990s, then-President
Taylor of Liberia supported the Revo-
lutionary United Front, or RUF as it is
commonly Kknown, which was des-
ignated by the State Department as a
terrorist organization. He supported it
in neighboring Sierra Leone in West
Africa, and the RUF was notorious for
hacking the limbs off their political
opponents, even young children. When
I chaired the Africa Subcommittee, we
hosted some of these victims on Cap-
itol Hill. We held numerous hearings
dating back to 1998, examining the
chaos in West Africa caused, orches-
trated by Charles Taylor.

Employed by the RUF were child sol-
diers. Investigative reporter Doug
Farah described what life was like for
child soldiers in his book ‘‘Blood from
Stones.” And in his book he said: ‘““One
thing the children do remember vividly
is the preparation for what they called
‘mayhem days,” sprees of killing and
raping that lasted until the partici-
pants collapsed from exhaustion. They
said they were given colored pills, most
likely amphetamines, and razor blade
slits near their temples, where cocaine
was put directly into their blood-
streams. The ensuing days would be a
blur. The children often remembered
only the feeling of being invincible be-
fore the drugs wore off.”’

This was Charles Taylor’s view of
West Africa. Yet today Charles Taylor
safely resides in exile in Nigeria.
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In August 2003, some believe that re-
moving Taylor from Liberia and giving
him exile would prevent Liberia and
West Africa from destabilization. In-
stead of facing justice at the Special
Court in Freetown, Sierra Leone, Tay-
lor was given a seaside villa in Calabar,
Nigeria. In exchange, Taylor would re-
frain from engaging in political activ-
ity.

Nearly 2 years after the exile deal,
Taylor is still very much involved in
Liberian politics as that Nation pre-
pares for elections in the fall. Accord-
ing to the United Nations reports, his
“former military commanders and
business associates, as well as members
of his political party, maintain regular
contact with him and are planning to
undermine the peace process in Libe-
ria.”” Now, this peace process, inciden-
tally, has been supported by the United
States and Congress with hundreds of
millions of dollars.

As the resolution points out, David
Crane, Chief Prosecutor at the Court,
has stated, ‘“Unless and until Charles
Taylor is brought to justice, there will
be no peace in Liberia.”” The U.N. Sec-
retary General’s Special Representa-
tive to Liberia is Jacques Klein.
Jacques Klein has said, ‘‘Charles Tay-
lor is a psychopath and a Kkiller. He is
still very much involved in and is in-
trusive in Liberian politics.”

Madam Speaker, Charles Taylor re-
mains a serious and continuing threat

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

to West African peace and security,
which is counter to U.S. interests as
well.

I am hopeful that Nigerian President
Obasanjo does the right thing and
hands Taylor over to the Special Court.
Among others, the Nigerian Union of
Journalists and the Nigerian Bar Asso-
ciation have criticized the exile deal.
President Obasanjo is in Washington
this week. By passing this resolution,
there will be no question where the
U.S. House of Representatives stands.

Madam Speaker, I urge the govern-
ment of Nigeria to transfer Charles
Taylor to the Special Court for Sierra
Leone so that he can be tried for war
crimes and that justice can be served.
It is time for Charles Taylor to face up
to his crimes. This resolution deserves
the strong support of the House.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

I want to thank my good friend and
colleague for authoring this resolution,
which calls on the government of Nige-
ria to transfer the former President of
Liberia, Charles Taylor, to the Special
Court for Sierra Leone, and for bring-
ing it before us today.

In August of 2003, as a vicious war en-
gulfed the Liberian capital of Mon-
rovia, the government of Nigeria made
a bold offer. In the interest of peace,
they would offer asylum to Liberia’s
pariah President, Charles Taylor. The
decision to host an indicted war crimi-
nal that had terrorized his people and
fomented conflict throughout West Af-
rica could not have been an easy one. I
shudder to think of the countless lives
which surely would have been lost had
Charles Taylor been allowed to remain
in Liberia and continue his reign of
terror. Thanks in no small part to Ni-
geria, the war in Liberia now has
ended, a transitional government is
preparing for historic elections, and Li-
berians, at long last, may have the op-
portunity to live in peace.

But Taylor’s asylum deal did not
come without conditions. Under the
terms of the agreement, Taylor report-
edly is prohibited from communicating
with anyone engaged in political, ille-
gal, or governmental activities in Libe-
ria. By all accounts, he repeatedly and
unabashedly has violated that agree-
ment.

Further, the asylum did not grant
Taylor amnesty for his past crimes.
This warlord-turned-President-turned-
war criminal has worked long and hard
to earn the reputation of ‘‘the cancer
of West Africa.” He is alleged to be co-
operating with international terrorist
organizations. He has engaged in the il-
licit trade in blood diamonds in viola-
tion of U.S. sanctions. He is linked to
the ©proliferation of small arms
throughout the region. He has fo-
mented conflict not only in Liberia,
but also in neighboring Guinea, Sierra
Leone, and Cote d’Ivoire. In sum,
Charles Taylor has destabilized the en-
tire sub-region of West Africa, leaving
thousands dead and millions displaced
in his wake.
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But it was Taylor’s active support for
the Revolutionary United Front, or the
RUF, of Sierra Leone, a rebel group no-
torious, as my colleague pointed out
just a moment ago, for hacking off the
limbs of innocent civilians, including
women and children, which earned him
an indictment by the Special Court for
Sierra Leone. That indictment, which
included 17 counts of war crimes and
crimes against humanity, reads like a
grotesque horror novel.

The Special Court for Sierra Leone, a
court which this Congress actively sup-
ports, is expected to conclude its work
this year. That cannot be done, how-
ever, if Taylor is not transferred from
Freetown immediately. Furthermore,
there can be no peace in Liberia or in
West Africa so long as Taylor is al-
lowed to maintain influence and act as
a menace to his neighbors. The clock is
ticking, Madam Speaker, while the le-
gitimacy of the Special Court and the
stability of West Africa hang in the
balance. The time to transfer Charles
Taylor to the Special Court for pros-
ecution is now.

Charles Taylor, Madam Speaker, has
repeatedly violated the terms of his
asylum in Nigeria, as the government
of Nigeria itself has acknowledged.
Consequently, the government of Nige-
ria would be justified in ending that
asylum and turning Taylor over to the
Special Court, as we now are urging
him to do.

This bipartisan resolution, which has
been given due consideration by the
Committee on International Relations,
deserves every Member’s support and,
hopefully, we will pass it unanimously
on the floor today.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. LANTOS. Madam Speaker, before
yielding back my time, let me just ob-
serve that our cooperation across party
lines on this issue is emblematic of the
many, many problems and areas and
countries where the House Committee
on International Relations functions in
a uniquely bipartisan fashion for the
national interest.

Madam Speaker, we have no further
requests for time, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Madam
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days within which to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material on the resolution under con-
sideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
BIGGERT). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from New Jer-
sey?

There was no objection.

Mr. WOLF. Madam Speaker, | rise in sup-
port of H. Con. Res. 127 calling on the gov-
ernment of the Federal Republic of Nigeria to
transfer Charles Taylor, former President of
the Republic of Liberia, to the Special Court
for Sierra Leone to be tried for war crimes,
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crimes against humanity and other serious vio-
lations of international law. | urge my col-
leagues to vote in favor of this important reso-
lution.

We must do everything possible to see that
Charles Taylor, a fugitive from justice, is held
accountable for his heinous crimes and
brought before the Special Court for Sierra
Leone. There should be no safe harbor for ty-
rants like Charles Taylor.

The legacy of Charles Taylor's human rights
abuses and corruption in Liberia is deplorable.
Charles Taylor sponsored a 10-year civil war
in neighboring Sierra Leone and has inflicted
suffering on innocent men, women and chil-
dren in unprecedented acts of cruelty, all done
to satisfy the avarice of a cruel despot.

The UN-backed war crimes court unsealed
an indictment on Charles Taylor in 2003. He
is accused of bearing the greatest responsi-
bility for war crimes, crimes against humanity
and serious violations of international humani-
tarian law. It is well known that he provided fi-
nancial support, military training, personnel,
arms and other form of assistance to the Rev-
olutionary United Front to destabilize Sierra
Leone and thereby gain access to her dia-
mond wealth.

Charles Taylor organized and ordered
armed attacks throughout Sierra Leone to ter-
rorize the civilian population and ultimately
punish them for failing to provide sufficient
support to the RUF, or for supporting the le-
gitimate government. The attacks routinely in-
cluded unlawful killings, abductions, forced
labor, physical and sexual violence, the use of
child soldiers and looting.

| remain concerned that two years have
passed and he has not been brought to justice
before the Special Court for Sierra Leone. The
United States must call on the Nigerian gov-
ernment to hand Charles Taylor over to stand
trial. Charles Taylor has stated his plans to re-
turn to Liberia one day and is accused of
meddling in the current affairs of West Africa.

If we fail to bring him to justice he may
someday return to power in Liberia. Time is
running out for the Special Court for Sierra
Leone. Charles Taylor's crimes can not go
unpunished. There must be justice for the vic-
tims.

Mr. ENGEL. Madam Speaker. | rise in sup-
port of H. Con. Res. 127.

Charles Ghankay Taylor is a ruthless war
criminal who has been indicted by the Special
Court for Sierra Leone (SCSL) on 17 counts of
war crimes and crimes against humanity. Tay-
lor, the former president of the Republic of Li-
beria, has supported atrocities including mass
murder, rape, torture, mutilation, and the use
of children as militants during Sierra Leone’s
brutal civil war.

Charles Taylor also supported the Revolu-
tionary United Front (RUF), deemed a terrorist
organization by the State Department. He
therefore, should be held accountable for the
inhumane barbarism the RUF committed with-
in Sierra Leone’s borders. Furthermore, this
Special Court that indicted Taylor has contrib-
uted to the rule of law in Sierra Leone and de-
serves our support.

In August 2003, Charles Taylor was granted
asylum in Nigeria and agreed to end involve-
ment in Liberian politics. The Nigerian govern-
ment also warned Taylor not to communicate
with anyone involved in illegal or political ac-
tivities in Liberia. However, the UN Secretary
General has reported to the Security Council

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

that Taylor has breached this agreement and
maintains contacts in Liberia with those plan-
ning to undermine the peace process in Libe-
ria.

Today, Charles Taylor remains in Nigeria.
Taylor is a threat to peace and stability in
West Africa and should not be granted any
freedom in Nigeria. | call on the government of
Nigeria to immediately turn over Charles Tay-
lor to the Special Court for Sierra Leone. Only
with the proceedings of a fair and open trial
for the crimes against humanity, will justice be
served, and | urge my colleagues to support
this legislation.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Madam
Speaker, I yield back the balance of
my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
SMITH) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the concurrent reso-
lution, H. Con. Res. 127.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative.

Mr. LANTOS. Madam Speaker,
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

on

————————

RECOGNIZING THE 60TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF VICTORY IN EUROPE
(VE) DAY AND THE LIBERATION
OF WESTERN BOHEMIA

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Madam
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and agree to the resolution (H. Res.
195) recognizing the 60th anniversary of
Victory in Europe (VE) Day and the
Liberation of Western Bohemia.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. RES. 195

Whereas the final major offensive in the
European theater of operations during World
War II, known as the Liberation of Western
Bohemia, was fought from April 25, 1945, to
May 8, 1945, with Victory in Europe (VE) Day
declared on May 8, 1945;

Whereas the Liberation of Western Bohe-
mia was the closing offensive of World War
II, which decisively contributed to the ulti-
mate capitulation of the German Third
Reich;

Whereas on May 4, 1945, General George S.
Patton gave the order for the American
Third Army, consisting of 18 divisions and
500,000 men, to resume the Allied offensive
into Western Bohemia;

Whereas on May 5, 1945, the Third Army
liberated the city of Plzen (Pilsen), the west-
ern-most city in then-Czechoslovakia;

Whereas on May 6, 1945, as Americans en-
tered Pilsen, flowers were strewn along the
paths and into the vehicles of the troops,
while young girls and old men and women
ran to kiss the soldiers;

Whereas during the communist era, Czechs
celebrated their liberation from Nazi Ger-
many on May 9 of each year in commemora-
tion of the Soviet liberation of Prague; how-
ever, after the 1989 ‘“Velvet Revolution’, the
date of commemoration was moved to May 8
of each year;
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Whereas thousands of American veterans
of the Liberation of Western Bohemia have
traveled to Pilsen in the years since the lib-
eration to honor their fallen comrades;

Whereas the people of the Czech Republic,
symbolizing their friendship and gratitude
toward the American soldiers who fought to
secure their freedom, have graciously hosted
countless veterans groups over the years;

Whereas between April 256 and May 9, 2005,
some 50 communities across the western part
of the Czech Republic will be celebrating the
60th anniversary of their liberation by
United States, Czech, and Belgian soldiers
under the command of General Patton;

Whereas the citizens of Pilsen will dedicate
a statue of General Patton which will be un-
veiled on the town square on the 60th anni-
versary of the liberation of Pilsen, com-
memorating the Liberation of Western Bohe-
mia by United States Armed Forces during
World War II; and

Whereas the friendship between the United
States and the Czech Republic is strong
today in part because of the Liberation of
Western Bohemia: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) recognizes the 60th anniversary of the
Liberation of Western Bohemia in the Euro-
pean theater of operations during World War
II which culminated in an Allied victory that
assured the defeat of Nazi Germany and
ended the War in Europe two weeks later;

(2) honors those individuals who gave their
lives during the Liberation of Western Bohe-
mia;

(3) encourages the President to issue a
proclamation calling upon the people of the
United States to honor the veterans of the
Liberation of Western Bohemia with appro-
priate programs, ceremonies, and activities;

(4) reaffirms the bonds of friendship be-
tween the United States and the brave citi-
zens of the Czech Republic; and

(5) seeks to continue building a great fu-
ture between our countries.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. SMITH) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LANTOS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. SMITH).

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Madam Speaker, H. Res. 195 is a reso-
lution introduced by the gentleman
from Georgia (Mr. KINGSTON) which
recognizes the 60th anniversary of the
liberation of Western Bohemia by
American forces.

I strongly support the resolution
which recognizes the extraordinary
sacrifice by American soldiers to free
Western Bohemia from Nazi control.
This was the last major offensive un-
dertaken in Europe during World War
II. The campaign was led by General
George Patton and involved 18 divi-
sions and approximately 500,000 men. It
resulted in the liberation of Pilsen,
which was then located in what was
known as Cgzechoslovakia on May b5,
1945.

The liberation of Western Bohemia
was decisive in leading to the ultimate
surrender of Nazi forces and a quick
end to World War II in Europe.

The resolution also recognizes the
continued friendship between the peo-
ple of the United States and the people
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of the Czech Republic. In fact, in honor
of the liberation of their city, the citi-
zens of Pilsen will be dedicating a stat-
ue of General Patton on the 60th anni-
versary of the liberation of their city
and all of Western Bohemia.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. LANTOS. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, in just a few days,
we will celebrate the 60th anniversary
of the victorious end of World War II in
Europe, and the President will mark
this important historic anniversary by
visiting Holland and Russia for special
commemorative events. It is very ap-
propriate, Madam Speaker, that in ad-
dition to recognizing that all-impor-
tant date, we recognize the liberation
of the Czech people who have gone
through so much in their search for lib-
erty.

Our resolution calls attention to the
role of American military forces in the
liberation of Bohemia and the city of
Pilsen in the very last days of the Sec-
ond World War.

Madam Speaker, 10 years ago, on the
50th anniversary of this event, it was
my privilege to represent the United
States in Bohemia commemorating
this historic occasion, and I sensed
firsthand the warm friendship and
gratitude the people of the Czech Re-
public have for the United States and
for our role in liberating them. The
strong friendship and the good rela-
tions between the United States and
the Czech Republic were profoundly
strengthened by the liberation of west-
ern Bohemia in May of 1949 under the
leadership of General Patton and the
Third Army he led, which included not
only American, but also free Belgian
and Czech troops.

Our resolution reaffirms the bonds of
friendship between the American and
the Czech people, which go back to the
strong and enthusiastic support Presi-
dent Woodrow Wilson and the Amer-
ican people displayed for the establish-
ment of Czechoslovakia at the end of
the First World War.

In the last decade and a half, those
ties have been further strengthened as
we have welcomed the end of the Com-
munist era in Central Europe. Eight
years ago, it was my pleasure to fly to
Independence, Missouri with the For-
eign Minister of the Czech Republic, as
well as the Foreign Ministers of Poland
and Hungary, to witness the signing of
Czechoslovakia’s ascension to the
North Atlantic Alliance.

The Czech people have faced domina-
tion by foreign rulers for centuries.
The liberation of western Bohemia by
the United States created the possi-
bility of a new future for the Czech
people, which they attempted to seize
first in 1968 in the famous Prague
spring which Soviet forces brutally
suppressed, and then in 1989 when the
Czech people prevailed. Our resolution
honors not only their liberation, but
their resilience and their commitment
to free, open, and democratic societies.
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I urge all of my colleagues to support
this resolution as we send our best
greetings to the free people of a free
Czech Republic.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Madam
Speaker, I yield such time as he may
consume to the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. KINGSTON), the author of the
resolution.

Mr. KINGSTON. Madam Speaker, I
am proud to have been a part of this
resolution as we recognize the 60th an-
niversary of the victory in Europe and,
really, the liberation of Western Bohe-
mia as it signaled the end of the war in
Europe and the defeat of the Third
Reich.

On May 4, 1945, General George Pat-
ton gave the order for the American
Third Army, consisting of 18 divisions
and 500,000 men, to resume the allied
offensive in Western Bohemia. The fol-
lowing day, Patton’s Third Army liber-
ated the city of Pilsen in the western-
most section of then Czechoslovakia.
As the Americans entered Pilsen, flow-
ers were strewn in their path and into
vehicles for the troops. Young girls and
old men and women ran out to kiss the
soldiers. People who had been op-
pressed for all of the Nazi occupation
and people who had had an under-
ground resistance came out to welcome
these soldiers.
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Even today, thousands of American
veterans of the liberation of Western
Bohemia will travel to Pilsen to honor
their fallen comrades.

The people of the Czech Republic
symbolize their friendship and grati-
tude toward the American soldiers who
fought to secure their freedom, having
graciously hosted thousands and count-
less veteran groups over the many
years.

Between April 256 and May 9, 2005,
some 50 communities across the west-
ern part of the Czech Republic will be
celebrating the 60th anniversary of
their liberation by the United States,
Czech and Belgium soldiers under the
command of General Patton.

The citizens of Pilsen will dedicate a
statue of General Patton to be unveiled
on the town square on the 60th anniver-
sary of the liberation, commemorating
the liberation. One footnote that is
very significant for all of us, though, is
that while America liberated Pilsen
and the Czech Republic in 1945, in 1948,
the Iron Curtain fell upon it.

And at that point, the historians and
the photographers and the people who
knew that America had played such a
major role in their liberation, those
people were sometimes arrested, often
intimidated, and even the photographs
of the liberation were destroyed. So for
3 years, the people of Czech Republic in
Pilsen enjoyed the fresh air of libera-
tion and freedom; and then from 1945 to
1948, that ended with the Iron Curtain.

And the Soviet Government came in
and wiped out all traces of the Amer-
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ican liberation, even to the extent of
tearing down statues and changing the
history books. And yet through the
dark period, the many years and dec-
ades that followed, the people of the
Czech Republic still remembered that
day.

Maybe it was not in their textbooks,
maybe they did not have access to the
photographs anymore, and maybe the
stories were held down to whispers; yet
they still remember what happened.
The Czech people, and Czechoslovakia,
have had a great role in the develop-
ment of the United States of America.

Czech immigrants are all over our
country. Our country is better because
of the Czech influence that we have.
And because we were so significant in
their liberation in 1945, they never let
the Soviet Union wipe out the memory
of our contribution to their country ei-
ther.

I am proud to be going there on
Thursday with a bipartisan delegation
to present this resolution. And I am
proud that Congress and this sub-
committee is passing this bill, because
it makes a very significant statement
on what we feel and how we feel, what
we feel about what happened in 1945, in
1948, and in 1989, and today as we cele-
brate this important anniversary with
our Czech brothers and sisters.

Mr. LANTOS. Madam Speaker, we
have no additional requests for time,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Madam
Speaker, I want to commend the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. KINGSTON)
for his outstanding and very eloquent
statement.

Madam Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
BIGGERT). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. SMITH) that the House
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution, H. Res. 195.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative.

Mr. LANTOS. Madam Speaker, on
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

———
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Madam
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days within which to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material on House Resolution 195.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New Jersey?

There was no objection.
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RECOGNIZING THE 60TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF VICTORY IN EUROPE
(V-E) DAY DURING WORLD WAR
II

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Madam
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and agree to the resolution (H. Res.
233) recognizing the 60th Anniversary
of Victory in Europe (V-E) Day During
World War II, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. RES. 233

Whereas on May 7, 1945, at General Dwight
Eisenhower’s headquarters in Reims, France,
a representative of the German High com-
mand signed the document of surrender, un-
conditionally surrendering all air, land and
sea forces to the Allies on May 8, ending the
war in Europe;

Whereas Western Europe and the United
States have traditionally celebrated May 8
as the day of the Allied ‘‘Victory in Europe”’
over Germany, or ‘“‘V-E Day”’ ;

Whereas May 8, 2005, marks the 60th anni-
versary of V-E Day;

Whereas V-E Day was a day for which mil-
lions had worked and fought and prayed and
died during that terrible war;

Whereas this day marked the end of six
years of misery, suffering, courage, and en-
durance across the world;

Whereas the United States Armed Forces
fought with their Allies to free occupied na-
tions and their victory in Europe represented
the triumph of good over unspeakable evil,
and the promise of a peaceful future for a
Europe ravaged by the bloodiest war in its
history;

Whereas V-E Day marked the culmination
of the efforts of many different nations in
the Allied forces who were united by the
common quest for peace and justice and who
fought valiantly to liberate occupied coun-
tries and to prevent Hitler’s onslaught;

Whereas the more than 4,000,000 members
of the United States Armed Forces deployed
in Europe, the largest United States military
force ever committed to any theater of oper-
ation, were joined by millions of members of
the armed forces of other Allied nations, and
together provided the essential strength and
made innumerable sacrifices to end the war
in Europe;

Whereas almost 200,000 members of the
United States Armed Forces gave their lives
in battle and hundreds of thousands were
wounded in the European theater during
World War II;

Whereas European countries have erected
many monuments and plagques commemo-
rating their liberation by the United States
and its Allies during World War II;

Whereas the 60th anniversary of V-E Day
in 2005 will be marked by many commemora-
tive events by citizens of the United States
and many other nations; and

Whereas the courage and sacrifice of the
members of the United States Armed Forces
and of many other nations who served with
distinction to save the world from tyranny
and aggression should always be remem-
bered: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives recognizes the 60th anniversary of the
end of World War II in Europe, joins with a
grateful Nation in expressing respect and ap-
preciation to the men and women who served
in the European theater during World War II,
and remembers and pays tribute to those
Americans who made the ultimate sacrifice
and gave their life for their country.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. SMITH) and the gen-
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tleman from California (Mr. LANTOS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. SMITH).

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

H. Res. 233, Madam Speaker, as the
Clerk just pointed out, is a resolution
that recognizes the 60th anniversary of
victory in Europe during World War II.

This resolution, Madam Speaker, re-
iterates a simple but powerful message
that our Nation honors and deeply ap-
preciates the men and women who
served in the European Theatre during
World War II and that we especially re-
member and pay tribute to those
Americans who made the ultimate sac-
rifice for our country.

Madam Speaker, 60 years ago, atb
General Eisenhower’s headquarters in
Reims, France, a representative of the
German high command uncondition-
ally surrendered all land, air, and sea
forces to the allies ending the war in
Europe.

General Eisenhower, in his order of
the day to the troops on May 8, 1945, V-
E Day, declared, and I quote him in
part: ‘“The crusade on which we em-
barked in early summer of 1944 has
reached its glorious conclusion. It is
my special privilege, in the name of all
nations represented in this theatre of
war, to commend each of you for the
valiant performance of duty. Though
these words are feeble,”” General HEisen-
hower went on to say, ‘‘they come from
the bottom of a heart overflowing with
pride in our loyal service and admira-
tion for you as warriors. Your accom-
plishments at sea, in the air and on the
ground, and in the field of supply, have
astonished the world. Even before the
final week of the conflict, you had put
5 million of the enemy permanently
out of the war. You have taken in
stride military tasks so difficult as to
be classified by many doubters as im-
possible.

“You have confused and defeated and
destroyed your savagely fighting foe.
On the road to victory you have en-
dured every discomfort and privation
and have surmounted every obstacle,
ingenuity and desperation could throw
in your path. Full victory in Europe
has been attained,” he concluded.

President Truman in his radio ad-
dress to the Nation that same day de-
clared: ‘““Much remains to be done. The
victory won in the West must now be
won in the East. The whole world must
be cleansed of the evil from which half
the world has been freed.

General Truman went on to say: ‘“‘For
the triumph of spirit and of arms,
which we have won, and for the prom-
ise of the peoples everywhere to join us
in the love of freedom, it is fitting that
we as a Nation give thanks to Al-
mighty God, who has strengthened us
and given us the victory.”

He then went on to say that May 13,
1945, would be a day of prayer. And he
called upon the people of the United
States, whatever their faith, to unite,
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offering joyful thanks to God for the
victory that we have won and to pray,
to quote him again: ‘“That He will sup-
port us to the end of our present strug-
gle and guide us into the way of
peace.”

How fitting, Madam Speaker, that we
continue to commemorate a national
day of prayer this Thursday, May 5, as
we bring before God our thanks for the
many blessings He has bestowed upon
this great Nation and petition for help
in the ongoing challenges we face.

H. Res. 233, Madam Speaker, recog-
nizes the enormous sacrifice of the
young men and women who fought in
the European theatre. During World
War II, more than 4 million members of
the United States Armed Forces fought
in Europe. This is the largest military
force ever committed by the United
States in any theatre of operation.

And almost 200,000 American troops
were Kkilled in the European theater. In
addition, H. Res. 233 recognizes the sac-
rifice of the millions of members of the
armed forces of allied nations in de-
feating Nazi Germany, liberating Eu-
rope, and putting to an end an un-
speakable crime and crimes per-
petrated by the Nazi regime.

H. Res. 233 was approved by the Euro-
pean Emerging Threats Subcommittee,
and I hope that every Member of the
House will support its passage this
afternoon.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I welcome this resolution marking
the 60th anniversary of the allied vic-
tory in Europe at the end of World War
II, which was introduced by the chair-
man of the Europe Subcommittee, the
gentleman from California (Mr.
GALLEGLY).

I also want to thank our chairman,
my good friend, the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. HYDE), for moving it so
quickly through the committee and to
the consideration by this House.

In just a few days, Mr. Speaker, the
President will mark this important
historic anniversary by visiting Hol-
land and Russia for special events com-
memorating the end of the Second
World War in Europe.

I remember well the events that we
are commemorating. I was a teenager
in Budapest, Hungary. And as a 16-
year-old, I witnessed the military occu-
pation of Hungary by Nazi troops in
March 1944.

For part of that year, Mr. Speaker, 1
was in and out of Hungarian labor
camps forced to repair a rail bridge on
the main railroad line between Buda-
pest and Vienna, across one of the trib-
utaries of the Danube River. We
cheered as American aircraft from
bases in Italy bombed the bridge, al-
though we knew that as soon as those
planes were gone we would be forced re-
build it.

But we cheered because we knew that
American participation in the war, and
the heroic deeds of the American mili-
tary, would ultimately bring about the
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defeat of the monstrous Nazi war ma-
chine. Ultimately, German forces re-
treated into Austria, the Soviet Army
arrived liberating Budapest.

Mr. Speaker, in a more direct and
perhaps more personal sense than some
of my colleagues here in the House, I
have the greatest respect and admira-
tion for the sacrifices of American sol-
diers and American pilots, many of
whom give their lives in this epic bat-
tle against the evil forces of Adolph
Hitler. In many ways, Mr. Speaker, vic-
tory in Europe in May 1945 marked
more a beginning than an end.

It marked the end of the Nazi threat
to freedom, but marked the beginning
of a new United States involvement in
Europe. As the Cold War began even be-
fore the guns of the Second World War
became silent, the TUnited States
worked with our European allies to de-
fend freedom from the Soviet Union
with the Berlin airlift, the establish-
ment of NATO, and strong American
support for Huropean cooperation
which finally led to the establishment
of the European Union.

As we look back on May 1945, at the
exhilaration and camaraderie that we
all shared at that time, I regret that
some of that unity and cooperation has
vanished. I regret that some of the
countries that were liberated by the
shedding of American blood in Nor-
mandy, and hundreds of other battle-
fields across the continent, are now
cynically critical of our actions and
obstructive of our efforts.

Our fight against terrorism is no less
a struggle for our common freedom and
democratic way of live than was the
fight against Nazi Germany.

Mr. Speaker, I owe my life to the
American military, and to the military
forces of the other allied countries who
liberated Europe at an enormous cost.
I am honored to join in paying tribute
to the men and women who served in
Europe during World War II and in re-
membering them on this 60th anniver-
sary of the liberation of Europe.

This was truly the Greatest Genera-
tion. And I urge my colleagues to sup-
port this resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, before yielding back, I
just want to thank the gentleman from
California (Mr. LANTOS) again for his
eloquent statement. He truly, he and
his wife, Annette, are the personifica-
tion of liberation. They are survivors
of the Holocaust; and he just has been
a great champion for human rights.

And so many Members of this body
have served in World War II as well, in-
cluding the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. HYDE), the distinguished chairman
of the full Committee on International
Relations, who served in the Pacific
theatre and was very active in the lib-
eration, obviously, against Imperial
Japan.

But, again, I want to thank the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LANTOS)
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for his leadership and his very eloquent
statement.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, 60 years ago
the guns and bombs in Europe fell silent, and
President Truman announced victory over Eu-
rope to a proud and free world.

| rise today to commemorate the 60th anni-
versary of this great and very important day,
and to recognize the sacrifices and accom-
plishments of the men and women who so
bravely served to defeat hate and aggression.

| join millions of people participating in thou-
sands of events, in New York City, all across
the United States, and around the world, in
observing and honoring the courage of Amer-
ican service-members, allied soldiers, and
home front workers.

During April 1945, allied forces led by the
United States overran Nazi Germany from the
west while Russian forces advanced from the
east. On April 25, American and Russian
troops met at the Elbe River. After 6 years of
war, suffering, and devastation, Nazi Germany
was formally defeated a few days later on May
8, 1945.

It was a bittersweet victory. Over 400,000
American soldiers died in World War II; 350,
000 British soldiers gave their lives; and a
staggering 20 million Russian soldiers and ci-
vilians perished in the war fighting German ag-
gression on their home soil. The war also
brought about the most horrendous systematic
murder which humanity has ever known, the
Holocaust.

In memory of all the victims of World War I,
it is our duty to raise our voices as one and
say to the present and future generations that
no one has the right to remain indifferent to
anti-Semitism, xenophobia and racial or reli-
gious intolerance.

This is an occasion to remember and com-
memorate. We must remember why the war
was fought, remember the victims and heroes,
and thank those who fought so hard and sac-
rificed so much.

V—E Day marked the promise of a peaceful
future for a Europe ravaged by unspeakable
horror and war. Although freedom did not
come to every European nation following the
defeat of Nazi Germany, today we stand at
the threshold of a very hopeful future based
on sovereignty, democracy, freedom and co-
operation.

Mr. Speaker, | take this opportunity to honor
those individuals who gave their lives during
the liberation of Europe, to thank the veterans
of World War Il, and to commemorate the de-
feat of Nazism and Fascism by freedom-loving
people.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, we have no further requests
for time, and I yield back the balance
of our time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
GILCHREST). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. SMITH) that the House
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution, H. Res. 233, as amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
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Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

——
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days within which to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material on H. Res. 233.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New Jersey?

There was no objection.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess subject to
the call of the Chair.

Accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 15 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess
subject to the call of the Chair.

——
0 1731
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. LINDER) at 5 o’clock and
31 minutes p.m.

————

AUTHORIZING SPEAKER TO POST-
PONE FURTHER PROCEEDINGS
ON MOTION TO TABLE HOUSE
RESOLUTION 253

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that the
Chair be authorized to postpone further
proceedings on a motion to lay on the
table the Conyers resolution to a time
designated by the Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin?

There was no objection.

—————

PRIVILEGES OF THE HOUSE—IN-
TEGRITY OF PROCEEDINGS OF
THE HOUSE

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, in ac-
cordance with my request of last
Thursday, I offer a privileged resolu-
tion (H. Res. 253) as to a question of the
privileges of the House and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
Clerk will report the resolution.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

The

H. RES. 253

Whereas the Committee on the Judiciary
conducted a markup of the bill H.R. 748, the
“‘Child Interstate Abortion Notification
Act,” on Wednesday, April 13, 2005 and or-
dered the bill reported on that same day;

Whereas the Committee on the Judiciary
subsequently reported H.R. 748 to the House
on Thursday, April 21, 2005, with an accom-
panying report designated House Report 109-
51;

Whereas, during the markup of H.R. 748,
Representatives Nadler, Scott, and Jackson-
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Lee offered in good faith a total of five
amendments to the bill, all of which failed
on party-line votes;

Whereas, because Representatives Nadler,
Scott, and Jackson-Lee called for recorded
votes on their amendments, under section
3(b) of Rule XIII, the votes were published in
House Report 109-51;

Whereas, although it is the long and estab-
lished practice in House reports to describe
recorded votes with objective, nonargumen-
tative captions, the Committee on the Judi-
ciary majority departed from this practice in
House Report 109-51 by captioning these five
amendments with inflammatory, inaccurate
captions implying that these three Members
of Congress condoned the criminal behavior
of ‘‘sexual predators’’;

Whereas, as one example, while an objec-
tive, nonargumentative description of one of
Representative Nadler’s amendments would
read, ‘‘exempts a grandparent or adult sib-
ling from the criminal and civil provisions of
the bill,” and is in fact the language the
Committee on the Judiciary used to caption
this amendment in past reports on this legis-
lation, the caption in House Report 109-51
was instead, ‘“‘Mr. Nadler offered an amend-
ment that would have exempted sexual pred-
ators from prosecution under the bill if they
were grandparents or adult siblings of a
minor.” (Similar problems occured in de-
scribing amendments offered by Representa-
tives Scott and Jackson-Lee);

Whereas, when Representative Sensen-
brenner, the Chairman of the Committee on
the Judiciary, was asked about this language
and given the opportunity to correct it, both
in the Committee on Rules and on the House
floor, he instead explained that it was his
purpose and intention to include these derog-
atory and inaccurate captions in House Re-
port 109-51;

Whereas, committee reports are official
congressional documents to which American
citizens will refer when seeking to interpret
the bills they accompany;

Whereas, although the committee markup
and reporting process gives Members ample
opportunity to debate, characterize, and
criticize each other’s views, committees
have a ministerial, institutional responsi-
bility to accurately report the proceedings of
committee activities;

Whereas the vote captions published in
House Report 109-51 appear to be purpose-
fully inaccurate and misleading, and there-
fore belittle the dignity of the House and un-
dermine the integrity of the proceedings of
the House; and

Whereas this unprecedented manipulation
of a traditionally nonpartisan portion of a
committee report constitutes an abuse of
power by the majority of the Committee on
the Judiciary: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) finds that the Committee on the Judici-
ary purposefully and deliberately
mischaracterized the above-mentioned votes
in House Report 109-51; and

(2) directs the chairman of such committee
to report to the House a supplement to
House Report 109-51 that corrects the record
by describing the five amendments with non-
argumentative, objective captions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The res-
olution presents a question of the
privileges of the House.

Under rule IX, the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. CONYERS) and the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. SENSEN-
BRENNER), as the designee of the major-
ity leader, each will control 30 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. CONYERS).
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Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself 4 minutes.

(Mr. CONYERS asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
offer a resolution concerning the privi-
leges of the House.

The deliberate misrepresentation of
Members of the House of Representa-
tives’ amendments is unprecedented.

And I do this because the Committee
on the Judiciary report on H.R. 748
mischaracterized amendments offered
by Members in a way that distorted
both the effect of the amendments and
the intentions of the Members.

I offer this resolution to protect the
rights of every Member in this body.
None of us wants to see our amend-
ments mischaracterized in a way that
undermines our good faith. None of us
wants to see our legislative work dis-
torted in a way that diminishes our
motives. I am not eager to bring this
matter to the floor of the House, but I
do so as a last resort to achieve a reso-
lution that is fair and just.

There is little doubt in my mind that
the amendment characterizations in-
cluded in the committee report were
distorting and damaging. Taking an
amendment written to exclude grand-
parents and describing it as one pro-
tecting sexual predators crosses a line
of good faith and comity so essential to
the operation of this House.

Descriptions this pejorative are not
only inappropriate; they are without
precedent. This has never happened be-
fore in my memory. If we look at the
RECORD, we will see that the three pre-
vious committee reports describing
these amendments use neutral and ob-
jective terms. The same is true of the
amendment descriptions prepared by
the majority staff on the Committee on
Rules as well as the majority staff on
the Republican Conference.

I cannot agree with the contention
that the obligation should have been
on the Members to draft these amend-
ments more narrowly. The amend-
ments were drafted in a careful and
straightforward manner as they have
been for each of the last four Con-
gresses. The duty should not be on us
to exclude categories of persons who
have nothing to do with the underlying
amendment.

Let me close by stating that the ma-
jority will not control this body for-
ever. There will come a time when
members of another party are the ones
interpreting the rules, writing the
committee reports, and explaining the
amendments. Whoever controls this
body tomorrow or next year, we will all
be better off today if we do not rewrite
each other’s words or disparage each
other’s intentions.

I support this privileged resolution
and urge the rest of my colleagues to
do the same.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I reserve the balance of my time.
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Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. NADLER), &
member of the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to ask if the distinguished chair-
man wishes to repeat his tactic of last
week of waiting until everybody else
has spoken and then mischaracterize
what we have said so that we cannot
reply to him.

Is that his intent today? Is that why
he is reserving his time now so that he
can speak after everybody else has spo-
ken?

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. NADLER. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. That is not
my intent, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, is it his
intent to let anybody on this side
speak after he has spoken even if he
closes?

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. NADLER. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, his side has the right to close as the
proponents of the resolution.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for his answer.

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. CONYERS) stated the
point of this resolution pretty accu-
rately and I think completely.

I want to deal with some
misstatements that have been made or
have been reported to have been made
in defense of this unconscionable, lying
report of the committee. It was said on
the floor of the House last week that
the question is one of intent versus ef-
fect. My amendment was very simple.
It said that grandparents and adult sib-
lings of the person getting the abortion
should not be subject to the provisions
of the bill. It was reported as: ‘‘Mr.
NADLER offered an amendment to pro-
vide sexual predators an exemption
from the provisions of the bill if they
were adult siblings or grandparents.’”’

The fact is in the entire debate over
that amendment, in fact, in the entire
debate over all of the amendments, all
of which were characterized as dealing
with sexual predators, in the debate in
the committee over those five amend-
ments, no one, no one in the majority,
no one in the minority mentioned the
words ‘‘sexual predators.” No one in
the committee debate said this amend-
ment might protect sexual predators.
It did not occur to anybody. So on that
level the report is dishonest, and the
chairman or whoever else had anything
to do with it owes this body an apol-
ogy.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. NADLER. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I would refer the gentleman to the
statement made by the gentleman from
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Ohio (Mr. CHABOT) that is on the bot-
tom of page 84 which talks about the
potential of sexual predators.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, reclaim-
ing my time, that is not with respect
to my amendment. That was with re-
spect to another amendment. That was
with respect to a different amendment.

In respect to my amendment, which
was characterized as dealing with sex-
ual predators, nobody mentioned the
words ‘‘sexual predators’” or raised
that.

It has also been said that the intent
may have been not with sexual preda-
tors; the intent may have been grand-
parents and siblings, but could a grand-
parent or a sibling be a sexual pred-
ator? In that eventuality this would
protect sexual predators.

Yes, in that eventuality the amend-
ment would protect sexual predators.
But, of course, the bill itself said that
the parents could sue, the parents
could sue the doctor who performs the
abortion or the person who transports
the minor. But the parent could be a
sexual predator. The pregnancy could
have been caused by rape or incest.
This would give the sexual predator the
right to profit from his own predation.

I, in fact, offered a motion to recom-
mit to correct that defect in the bill,
but the majority voted it down. Why, I
do not know. But they voted it down
because apparently they wanted sexual
predators, in the unlikely event that
the parent was a sexual predator, to be
able to sue. There is no other interpre-
tation possible.

But, as I said last week, if someone
wanted to say on the floor of the House
or in the committee, as no one did in
the committee, that one has not antici-
pated the rare eventuality that a
grandparent would be a sexual predator
and maybe they should amend the
amendment, that would have been a
fair comment. Fair comment in a de-
bate. It is not a fair characterization of
the amendment.

There is a clear difference between
expressing views in a debate and saying
that one’s amendment could be used by
a sexual predator under certain cir-
cumstances, which might be a fair
comment. It would be fair comment to
say those circumstances are so rare
that we do not have to worry about
them or they are right or whatever. It
is different. It is different, it is dis-
honest, it is a disgusting rape of the
rules of this House to characterize the
amendment in a one-sentence report
that this was an amendment dealing
with sexual predators. No, it was not.
It would be just as dishonest as if we
reported the bill and said this was a
bill to allow sexual predators to sue
doctors.
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The gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
SENSENBRENNER) and everybody associ-
ated with this owes an apology to the
House and a correction to the Amer-
ican people.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I reserve the balance of my time.
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Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, can we
inquire of the distinguished chairman
of the Committee on the Judiciary,
who has not used any of his time yet,
how many speakers he has?

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, we have five speakers.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker,
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, last week, the House
overwhelmingly passed H.R. 748, the
Child Interstate Abortion Notification
Act, by a bipartisan vote of 270 to 157.
One of the primary purposes of that
common sense legislation is to prevent
sexual abusers from taking vulnerable
young girls across State lines for an
abortion without telling the girl’s par-
ents.

At the Committee on the Judiciary
markup on this bill, some Members of-
fered amendments that would have cre-
ated blanket exclusions from the
criminal prohibitions in the legislation
without any exceptions for those who
would commit statutory rape or incest.
The loopholes those amendments would
have created could be exploited by the
very sexual predators; that is, those
who would exploit vulnerable young
girls and commit statutory rape or in-
cest whose conduct the bill is designed
to bring to light. Those amendments
were accurately described in the com-
mittee report. All of the amendments
offered would have carved out excep-
tions that could be exploited by sexual
predators who sought to destroy evi-
dence of their crimes by secretly tak-
ing a minor without her parent’s
knowledge to another State to have an
abortion.

The amendments offered by the mi-
nority would have created those blan-
ket exclusions for certain large classes
of people who are not a minor’s par-
ents. Those classes of people were
“taxicab drivers, bus drivers, or others
in the business of professional trans-
port;” ‘‘clergy, Godparents, aunts, un-
cles, or first cousins of a minor;” and
“grandparents or adult siblings.”

If any of the people described in the
amendments offered became involved
with a minor in a sexually abusive
way, they would have been flatly ex-
cluded from the criminal prohibitions
of H.R. 748, one of the primary purposes
of which is to prevent sexual predators
from continuing to abuse minors unde-
tected. That purpose is reviewed exten-
sively in the committee report in an
entire section entitled ‘“‘CIANA Pro-
tects Minor Girls From Sexual As-
sault.” The amendments offered at the
Committee on the Judiciary markup
were directly contrary to a primary
purpose of the legislation. If the pro-
ponents of this resolution only under-
stood that preventing sexual abusers
from continuing to abuse a minor girl
without a parent’s knowledge is a pri-
mary purpose of H.R. 748, they would
understand why the descriptions of
their amendments are what they are.

I re-
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If an amendment were offered to a
bill that would make it a Federal
crime to commit terrorist acts and an
offered amendment would exclude con-
duct by, for example, taxi drivers, then
that amendment would allow a taxicab
driver to commit terrorist acts without
being prosecuted. That would be an ac-
curate description of such an amend-
ment. In the very same way, those who
happen to drive taxi cabs or work in
the business of professional transpor-
tation should not be free to commit
statutory rape and transport a minor
across State lines to get an abortion
without telling one of the girl’s par-
ents. And brothers, uncles, or God-
parents should not be allowed to com-
mit incest and then transport a young
girl across State lines to get an abor-
tion so evidence of their crimes are de-
stroyed without telling one of the girl’s
parents about the abortion. There is
nothing inaccurate with describing
amendments that would do just that in
just that way.

The incidence of statutory rape in
this country is shocking. As a recent
presentation given at a U.S. Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services
Conference on the Sexual Exploitation
of Teens showed, of minor girls’ first
sexual experiences, 13 percent con-
stitute statutory rape. Further, the
younger a sexually experienced teen is,
the more likely they are to experience
statutory rape. Of sexually experienced
teens age 13 or younger, 65 percent ex-
perienced statutory rape. Of those age
14, 53 percent experienced statutory
rape. Of those age 15, 41 percent experi-
enced statutory rape. And also, blacks
and Hispanics are much more likely to
experience statutory rape. Creating
blanket exclusions in the bill for large
categories of people would create a
huge loophole in the legislation that
statutory rapists could exploit.

Regarding family incest, one recent
Law Review article summarized the re-
search regarding the prevalence of sex-
ual conduct among siblings as follows:
“Brother-sister sexual contact may be
five times as common as father-daugh-
ter incest.” A survey of 796 New Eng-
land college students revealed that 15
percent of females had a sexual experi-
ence with a sibling. Further, among
those reporting sexual abuse, the inci-
dence of abuse by cousins ranges from
10 percent to 40 percent among various
studies; and 4.9 percent of women re-
port an incestuous experience with an
uncle before age 18; and 16 percent of
rape victims are raped by relatives
other than their father.

Carving out exceptions to the crimi-
nal prohibitions of H.R. 748 for adult
siblings, cousins, and uncles would not
protect young girls who are made vic-
tims of incest by their adult siblings,
cousins, or uncles.

Further, pregnancy as a result of all
these crimes is all too common. As one
Pennsylvania court has pointed out,
¢25 percent of incest victims become
pregnant. The ratio is greater among
victims of incest than those of rape be-
cause incestuous conduct is usually
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long-term and progressive, whereas
rape is usually a one-time occurrence.”

Another amendment offered at the
Committee on the Judiciary markup of
H.R. 748 accurately described the
amendment as ‘‘creating an additional
layer of Federal court review that
could be used by sexual predators to es-
cape conviction under the bill.” That
statement is true. That amendment
would have created an opportunity for
a sexual predator to escape conviction
if they could make a showing to a Fed-
eral court that the judicial bypass pro-
visions of the State law were somehow
ineffective or somehow violated con-
fidential information related to a mi-
nor’s pregnancy.

If a sexual predator made a showing
to the court of either of these issues,
neither of which would expose the pred-
ator’s crimes, then that sexual pred-
ator would completely evade the re-
quirements of H.R. 748, which are de-
signed to expose sexual predators and
prevent future sexual abuse.

The final amendment offered was
again accurately described in the com-
mittee report as an amendment that
would have exempted from prosecution
under the bill ‘‘those who aid the
criminals who could be prosecuted
under the bill.” That is true as well.
That amendment would have excluded
from the bill anyone who did not com-
mit an offense in the first degree. The
consequences of adopting that amend-
ment would have been to allow anyone
who aided or abetted a criminal who
ran afoul of the criminal prohibitions
of H.R. 748 to instead get off scot-free.

In sum, the effect of the amendments
offered as described in the committee
report would have been to exempt cab
drivers, other ©professional trans-
porters, and certain relatives who are
not parents, from the criminal prohibi-
tions of H.R. 748, and that would have
prevented the parents from Kknowing
when those perpetrators of statutory
rape or incest were secretly taking
their children across State lines for an
abortion to destroy evidence of their
crimes.

Now, to be clear, all of the descrip-
tions of the amendments in the com-
mittee report are descriptions of the
amendments and not of the intent of
anyone offering the amendments.
These brief descriptions do not impugn
the integrity or motivation of any
Member offering the amendment; they
simply describe the consequences, re-
gardless of intention, of the amend-
ments. The description of the amend-
ments in the committee report were all
phrased in the conditional; that is,
they make it clear that the loopholes
created by the amendments as written
could be used by sexual abusers of vul-
nerable minors, and could be exploited
by certain people if those people sexu-
ally abused vulnerable minors.

The text of the privileged resolution
before us is patently false. The resolu-
tion states that the chairman of the
Committee on the Judiciary ¢“Ex-
plained that it was his purpose and in-
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tention to include derogatory and inac-
curate captions in House report 109-
51.”” T have done nothing of the sort, of
course, and that statement is entirely
false, as I have explained already. The
text of the resolution also claims that
‘““the Committee on the Judiciary pur-
posefully and deliberately
mischaracterized the votes’” at the
Committee on the Judiciary markup.
That too is false. Indeed, the tallies of
the votes cast are accurately set out in
simple table form in the committee re-
port for all to see.

Further, the resolution contains no
allegation whatsoever that any Rules
of the House of Representatives were
violated, even in spirit, because such is
obviously not the case, even to the au-
thors of the resolution.

Finally, I offered to amend the text
of the descriptions of the amendments
offered in the sections of the com-
mittee report entitled ‘‘vote of the
committee,” provided that those who
offered the amendments acknowledged
that, due to the way they were drafted,
they opened the bill up to the harmful
consequences of allowing sexual preda-
tors to exploit the loopholes such
amendments would create in the bill.

Instead of admitting the obvious, and
having the committee report amended
to their liking, and moving on, they re-
fused to do that because, for some rea-
son, they felt they could benefit from
extending the debate on this issue.

The minority had ample time to in-
clude dissenting views in the com-
mittee report, and they did so. For ex-
ample, the minority views state that
the Child Interstate Abortion Notifica-
tion Act is ‘“‘overtly hostile to fami-
lies.” The minority views in the com-
mittee report also describe the legisla-
tion as ‘“‘antiphysician and
antifamily.” Further, the gentleman
from New York (Mr. NADLER), over the
years during which this bill has been
debated, including this year, has gone
so far as to claim that H.R. 748 is akin
to the Fugitive Slave Act of 1850, which
required the return of slaves to their
owners in other States.

As the committee report describes,
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
NADLER) stated, ‘It seems to me what
this bill is, is really akin to the Fugi-
tive Slave Act of the 1850s where you
are enabling one State in the south,
which had slavery, to reach over into
another State and say, we want our
slave back.” And that is at page 56 of
the committee report. And, at the
Committee on the Judiciary markup of
H.R. 748 on April 13, 2005, the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. NADLER)
stated, ‘‘This bill is the only situation
that I can think of since the Fugitive
Slave Act of the 1850s where we have a
young person carry the law of one
State on his back like a cross to an-
other State, to enforce the law of the
first State in the second State where it
is not the law.”” That is at page 81.

The statement of the gentleman from
New York (Mr. NADLER) directly
equates parents with slaveholders. But
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parental rights, which H.R. 748 pro-
tects, are not the rights of the slave
owner. They are rights of loving and
caring people: parents, who deserve a
chance to work with their children
through difficult times and express
their love to their children in their
children’s moments of greatest need.

The Fugitive Slave Act was a cata-
lyst for the Civil War, whereas the
Child Interstate Abortion Notification
Act passed with overwhelming bipar-
tisan support in the 109th Congress by
a vote of 270 to 157, including 54 Demo-
crats who voted for the legislation.
America’s parents should not be con-
sidered slave owners and their children
slaves. America’s parents are caring,
loving mothers and fathers who simply
want to know when someone else, any-
one else is taking their own daughter
across State lines for an abortion.

Now, when I hear statements that
equate America’s parents with slave
owners and statements that equate
America’s children to slaves, I will tell
it as it is.
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And when an amendment is offered
that would allow a sexual predator to
exploit a loophole in the bill directly
contrary to that bill’s purpose, I will
also tell it as it is.

Now, with all of these facts, I would
suggest we put this issue to rest and be
thankful that the House passed, in an
overwhelmingly bipartisan fashion, a
bill that would protect the funda-
mental rights of parents and the safety
of our minor daughters everywhere.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
45 seconds to the gentleman from New
York (Mr. NADLER).

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, it is
amazing to me that the chairman of
the committee continues to smear
other Members of the House on this
floor. The bill says nothing about sex-
ual predators. The words sexual pred-
ator or abusers do not appear in the
bill, number 1.

Number 2, by the chairman’s logic
any bill on the floor of the House that
gives veterans benefits or gives edu-
cational benefits, gives benefits to sex-
ual predators as long as it does not spe-
cifically exclude them; and any such
bill could be fairly described as a bill
to give benefits to sexual predators.

Number 3, I did use that language
that the chairman quoted about the
Fugitive Slave Act, but I was not com-
paring parents to slave owners. I was
saying that the two bills were similar
in that both would use, and that was in
the quote, both would use the power of
the Federal Government to export the
laws of one State into another, and all
of these things are opinions. Opinions
are fine in the views. They are not fine
in the reports of the amendment. That
is where the smear is.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY), a
senior Member in the House.
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Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I very much
respect the gentleman from Wisconsin
(Mr. SENSENBRENNER); we are friends
and have been for 30 years.

I voted for the bill that precipitated
this debate. I voted with the gentleman
for that bill. But this debate is not
about that bill, and it is not about the
issue of sexual predators. It is about
whether or not we can trust each other
to deal with each other with fairness
and with accuracy. It is about whether
or not the majority will use its power
to unilaterally mischaracterize any ef-
fort by any Member of the minority.

I served a long time ago, and so did
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
SENSENBRENNER), with a fellow by the
name of Bill Steiger. He was one of the
great Members in the history of this
House.

He spent a great deal of time trying
to ensure that the CONGRESSIONAL
RECORD accurately reflected what each
and every Member said and did on this
House floor. I think we owe it to his
memory and the memory of others who
fought the same battle, to remember,
as this resolution says, that it is the
long and established practice in the
House for reports to describe recorded
votes with objective, nonargumen-
tative captions.

I agree with this resolution that the
committee majority departed from
that practice by captioning these five
amendments with inflammatory cap-
tions. There is enough skill on the part
of the majority staff of the Judiciary
Committee to describe any amendment
offered by any Member in a non-pejo-
rative, non-argumentative way.

It is difficult to avoid the conclusion
that the language used was intended to
hurt the Member who offered it, not to
provide an accurate description; and I
do think the committee owes the mi-
nority an apology.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, how much time is left on each side?

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KLINE). The gentleman from Wisconsin
(Mr. SENSENBRENNER) has 15 minutes
remaining, and the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. CONYERS) has 19 minutes
remaining.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. SCOTT).

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I thank the gentleman for yielding me
time.

I rise in support of the resolution.
H.R. 748, the Child Interstate Abortion
Notification Act, makes it illegal to
transport a minor across State lines
for the purposes of getting an abortion.
Now, transport is not defined in the
bill.

When the Judiciary Committee
marked up the bill, I offered an amend-
ment which said simply that we should
exempt taxicab drivers and others in
the business of professional transport
from the transportation provisions of
the bill, because as written, it would be
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a Federal crime for a taxicab driver to
take a young woman who gets in a cab
and says, take me to the abortion clin-
ic so I can get an abortion.

If the taxicab driver complied with
that task, he would be committing a
Federal crime. Now, even if he were not
prosecuted, there is a civil liability
provision in the bill which exposes the
cab driver and through the principles
of agency, the entire cab company, to
civil liability by the parents of the
young woman who find out how she got
to the clinic.

So let me read my amendment: ‘“The
prohibitions of this section shall not
apply with respect to conduct of taxi-
cab drivers, bus drivers or others in the
business of professional transport.”’

However, the report in the markup
filed by the majority described the
amendment thusly: ‘“Mr. ScoTT offered
an amendment that would have ex-
empted sexual predators from prosecu-
tion if they are taxicab drivers, bus
drivers or others in the business of pro-
fessional transport.”

Now, I will let the public decide
whether or not that is a distortion. I
believe that it is. But I would just say
that if a prosecutor has evidence that a
person is a sexual predator, the last
thing they would do would be to go to
this provision of the code, which is a
misdemeanor, rather than the various
felonies that they could prosecute the
person for.

The amendment does not immunize a
sexual predator from the crimes of
being a sexual predator, just the provi-
sions of this transportation provision
which is just a misdemeanor.

Now, Mr. Speaker, let me just say, in
any event, whatever you think of the
bill, this distortion obviously speaks to
character; but in my view, the descrip-
tions in the committee report and the
distortion of those amendments, par-
ticularly the one I just described, say
more about the character of the person
responsible for describing the amend-
ment that way and the character of
those trying to defend the distortion,
than it does about my amendment.

I would therefore, Mr. Speaker, hope
that we would pass the resolution so
that the House will not be on record as
condoning such misrepresentations.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. CHABOT), the chairman
on the Subcommittee on the Constitu-
tion.

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding me time.

Last Wednesday this House passed
H.R. 748, the Child Interstate Abortion
Notification Act, CIANA. It was a bi-
partisan vote. It was 270 to 156; 63 per-
cent of this House voted for this bill.
And as was mentioned before, 54 Demo-
crats, almost two-thirds of this House
voted for this bill.

Now, enacting CIANA was critical. It
is very, very important to better pro-
tect young girls from falling prey to
abusive boyfriends and older men and
ensuring that parents have the oppor-
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tunity to be involved in their daugh-
ters’ medical decisions.

CIANA accomplished this, both these
purposes, first by making it a criminal
offense to transport a minor across
State lines in order to obtain an abor-
tion in another State and avoiding a
parental notification law in that State.

The second purpose is accomplished
by requiring that a parent or legal
guardian is notified that an abortion is
going to be performed on their daugh-
ter. The bill was carefully crafted to
prevent those who do not have the mi-
nor’s best interests, and more than
likely they have already committed
statutory rape or incest, from being
able to destroy -critical evidence
through an abortion.

Statistics demonstrate that the inci-
dent of statutory rape is occurring
with increasing frequency. Moreover,
the number of incest cases is becoming
all too prevalent. The amendments
that are at issue here that were offered
during the full Judiciary Committee
markup would have broadened the cat-
egories of individuals who could be ex-
empted from the bill’s reach, thus in-
creasing the likelihood that these pro-
visions could be exploited.

For example, the amendments of-
fered to exempt taxicab drivers, as has
been mentioned, bus drivers, and oth-
ers in the business of public transport,
clergy, godparents, aunts, uncles, first
cousins of the minor, grandparents or
adult siblings, it would have given any
of those individuals who may be sexu-
ally abusing a young girl, in essence, a
safe harbor, thus defeating the primary
purpose of CIANA.

The characterizations of the amend-
ments, as reflected in the committee
report, accurately describe the safe
harbor that would be afforded to abu-
sive men through the amendments of-
fered.

Now, was that the intention of the
proponents of the amendments? Cer-
tainly not. But could it be the result, if
the amendments had passed? Yes, it
could. The American people over-
whelmingly support laws that require
parents to be notified before a minor
has an abortion.

In March 2005, 75 percent of 1,500 reg-
istered voters indicated their support
for parental notification laws. The fun-
damental rights of parents in parental
notification laws are supported by Su-
preme Court precedent. Amendments
that alter and allow these laws to be
exploited should have been defeated,
and they were.

I urge my colleagues to defeat this
resolution.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased now to yield 3 minutes to the
gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. JACK-
SON-LEE), a member of the Judiciary
Committee.

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I particularly want to thank
the distinguished gentleman from
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Michigan (Mr. CONYERS) for allowing us
to debate today, really, the integrity of
the House.

This debate is not about the under-
lying bill, H.R. 748. That is not what it
is about. It simply is about those in
power abusing power, taking advantage
of the minority, and not telling the
truth.

Frankly, the amendments that were
offered, there is no language whatso-
ever that would equate to the descrip-
tion that was in the final report or the
report of the particular committee.

In fact, as the resolution reads, al-
though it is the long and established
practice on House reports to describe
recorded votes with objective, non-
argumentative captions, the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary majority de-
parted from the practice in House Re-
port 109-51 by captioning those five
amendments with inflammatory, inac-
curate captions, implying that these
three Members of Congress were engag-
ing in criminal behavior.

Let me tell you that my constituents
said to me, we are glad that you are
concerned about grandparents and cler-
gy. That is what the amendment was
about. And the inaccuracy subjected
the Members, the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. ScoOTT), the gentleman from
New York (Mr. NADLER), and myself, to
ridicule, and, of course, disparaging re-
marks in newspaper articles around the
Nation.

Now, in the course of debate, we wel-
come the ability to debate passionately
about these issues. We welcome the
media’s criticism about the accuracy
of the work that we do in this body.
But what we do not welcome is a direct
mischaracterization of these actual
words that were being written and put
forward in the debate in the Judiciary
Committee.

And so I would ask my colleagues to
support this resolution, because, again,
as you get up time after time to debate
the underlying bill, Mr. Speaker, this
is not the issue. The issue is, in the re-
port, you mischaracterized three Mem-
bers of Congress whose language did
not say anything about what you rep-
resented it to be: Nothing about crimi-
nal behavior, simply to protect the
rights of grandparents and clergy, sim-
ply to protect the rights of those who
innocently might be carrying individ-
uals across State lines.

I cannot imagine, in the history of
this Congress, why an amendment of-
fered by JACKSON-LEE that had to do
with a GAO study turned out to be
criminal behavior, or an amendment
that had to do with clergy and grand-
parents turned out to be criminal be-
havior.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER, I would simply
ask, in the sense of comity,
collegiality, respect, that this be clari-
fied and you ask your colleagues to
support this privileged resolution, be-
cause the members of the Judiciary
Committee must go back to Room 2141
in Rayburn and sit down and address
the laws of this land and the Constitu-
tion of the United States of America.
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We should not be divided on uphold-
ing the laws of this land because of the
lack of judiciousness of the writing of a
report that could be solved today.

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to
support the privileged resolution to
clarify the record and to make this
right by the American people and the
Members of the House.

Mr. Speaker, | rise in strong support of the
resolution introduced by the Gentleman from
Michigan, the distinguished Ranking Member
of the Committee on the Judiciary, from where
the underlying legislation was initially reported.
In introducing this resolution, he has at-
tempted to “set the record straight” with re-
spect to House Report 109-51 and the way
that it has been patently malreported and ma-
ligned the authors of amendments to H.R.
748, the Child Interstate Abortion Notification
Act of 2005.

Rule IX, paragraph (1) of the House Rules
states that:

Questions of privilege shall be, first, those
affecting the rights of the House collec-
tively, its safety, dignity, and the integrity
of its proceedings; and second, those affect-
ing the rights, reputation, and conduct of
Members, Delegates, or the Resident Com-
missioner, individually, in their representa-
tive capacity only.

This resolution was properly and justifiably
introduced because, in this case, the privi-
leges of “dignity” and “the integrity of [the
House’s] proceedings” have been patently vio-
lated. To purposefully misreport the good-faith
amendments that have been offered by Mem-
bers of this venerable House debases the na-
ture and trustworthiness of the House Report.
After this debacle, Members will have to scan
committee reports with a fine-toothed comb—
not for substantive value, but for accuracy and
veracity of their reporting value. This is the
diminution of the dignity of the process. This
is the diminution of the integrity of the House.

My distinguished colleagues have joined to
introduce this resolution in order to make it
clear to the American people that we do not
associate ourselves with the misreported por-
tions of House Report 109-51. | plan to offer
a similar resolution that speaks specifically to
the nature of the misreporting of amendments
that | offered during the Committee markup of
H.R. 748.

One point that my resolution will make is
that House Report 109-51 not only improperly
made negative inferences as to the import and
intent of my amendments, but it combined two
distinct and separately-offered amendments
into one.

In terms of the personal privileges violated
by the report, the misreporting—and the
malreporting of the amendments offered by
my colleagues Mr. ScoTT, Mr. NADLER, and
me affected our rights, reputation, and con-
duct. As founder and Chair of the Congres-
sional Children’s Caucus, a report that cites
an amendment offered by me that would ex-
empt sexual predators from liability is at the
very least offensive.

My constituents and the constituents of my
colleagues do read House Reports, and the
nefarious language that the Chairman avers
as representative of his true intentions should
be highlighted as contrary to the ideals on
which this House, this government, and this
nation were established.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will remind all Members to
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please address their comments to the
Chair and not to individual Members.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 4 minutes to the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. FEENEY.)
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Mr. FEENEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the chairman for yielding me time.

Mr. Speaker, I am really dis-
appointed that we have descended to
this level because I have some great
friends that I admire on the other side.
The ranking member from Michigan is
somebody who has had a distinguished
career and I appreciate him. I appre-
ciate the other Members who have spo-
ken tonight and I respect them. I have
enormous respect for the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER).

We serve on a committee which is
not a fluff committee. It often has, as
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
CONYERS) knows, some very controver-
sial issues. And we typically deal with
these issues as ladies and gentlemen
with the highest respect for one an-
other, even though we often vehe-
mently disagree.

One thing we know is that last week,
the United States House of Representa-
tives overwhelmingly, on a bipartisan
basis, passed House Resolution 748, the
Child Interstate Abortion Notification
Act.

One thing we know is that the pur-
pose of this bill was to prevent sexual
abusers from taking vulnerable young
girls across State lines for the purpose
of abortion without telling that young
lady’s, young woman’s mom or dad.

Support for parental notification as
we know is widely supported amongst
the American public. As a matter of
fact, in the State of Florida, which I
respect, the people of Florida, amended
our Constitution in 2004 and over-
whelmingly passed an amendment to
our Constitution that provides as fol-
lows, ‘“The legislature is authorized to
require by general law for notification
to a parent or guardian of a minor be-
fore termination of the minor’s preg-
nancy.”’

Now, Mr. Speaker, the Judiciary,
during its mark-up which I partici-
pated in considered several amend-
ments. I have to say that the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. ScoTT), the
gentleman from New York (Mr. NAD-
LER) who spoke, the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE) are people
that I respect enormously for their pas-
sion for their beliefs. They offered
amendments. There is nothing in the
committee report that disparages any
of the intentions of these Members.
The committee report does describe
the effect of some of the amendments
that are offered.

There is a huge difference between
accurately describing the effect of an
amendment and ascribing ill motives
to the people who offered the amend-
ments. These are people of great will,
of great determination, of great pas-
sion, of great belief but we disagree.
And as the chairman said, there is no
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exception provided for grandparents
who happen to molest a child, for taxi-
cab drivers, for uncles, for nieces in
any of the amendments that were of-
fered.

And I did not speak on the amend-
ments. As the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. CONYERS), the distinguished
ranking member said, there was not a
whole lot of discussion about some of
these amendments and that is try. Not
because we did not understand the
ramifications. We understood the ef-
fect. I did not speak at all because if
every one of the members of the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary spoke for 5
minutes on each amendment as we are
entitled, we would never get through
our business protecting children who
are impregnated by people that molest
them.

And so we knew what we were voting
on and the job of the committee staff is
to describe the effect of the amend-
ment, not the debate. That is what the
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD does. That is
what our ability when we insert lan-
guage into the RECORD does. It is not
the job of the committee staff.

As the chairman said, my friend from
New York (Mr. NADLER) has frequently
compared this bill to the Slave Holders
Protection Bill in the 1850s. It is a very
different story to protect parents and
minor children that have been abused,
sexually and molested and impregnated
than comparing that to the rights of
slave holders.

Comparing the rights of parents is
something that Americans are for. Pro-
tecting the rights of slave holders is
something Americans are against. And
to compare that I think is very unfair.

I will say that the gentleman from
New York (Mr. NADLER) is somebody I
respect a great deal, but the effect of
his amendment did not shield anybody
that might have been an abuser or a
molester of these children.

With that, I ask respectfully that the
gentleman withdraw this motion. We
can get back together and agree when
we can. But, by golly, we would ask the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. CON-
YERS) to withdraw this privileged mo-
tion.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself 10 seconds. I want my friend, a
member of the Committee on the Judi-
ciary, the gentleman from Florida (Mr.
FEENEY) to understand it is not about
anything in the debate that took place
to which we were objecting. It is about
the entitlement of the amendments
which were totally misconstrued.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes the
gentlewoman from California (Ms. ZOE
LOFGREN), a member of the committee.

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Mr.
Speaker, I rise to defend the integrity
of the House this evening. The estab-
lished practice of the House regarding
committee reports is to accurately and
objectively describe the proceedings
when a bill is considered in committee.
These reports are historical products
that are used to understand and deter-
mine the intent of a bill, opposition to
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a bill, and to provide any additional in-
formation to understand the context of
a bill reported by committees of the
House.

In committee we argue and we dis-
agree and we offer amendments and we
vote. We may vote and disagree in com-
mittee, but when the report is issued it
is supposed to be objective. This insti-
tution must uphold this established
practice of describing a committee
mark-up in an accurate and objective
manner so that history is accurately
documented and reported for genera-
tions to come. Unfortunately, that is
not what happened last week when the
Committee on the Judiciary reported
H.R. 748 to the House floor with the
committee report, House Report 109-51.

Republicans that ruled the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary
mischaracterized five Democratic
amendments in an extremely dispar-
aging and distorting manner. When
alerted to the misleading and inac-
curate description of the amendment in
the committee report, they refused to
correct the mischaracterization.

Here is something I can say that
would be true about H.R. 748. The bill
could permit a father who raped his
daughter to profit in a lawsuit against
his minister. That is a true thing about
that bill. It is an argument against the
bill. But no one expects that argument
against the bill to substitute for the
name of the bill in the committee re-
port.

In prior Congresses, Democratic
amendments like these were described
in neutral terms. The vote last week
was about H.R. 748. The vote this week
is about arrogance and abuse of power
and ignoring the rules.

The Republicans changed the ethics
rules when they were afraid they might
not work for them at the beginning of
this Congress, and we are all watching
the other body looking about changing
the rules relative to filibuster because
it suits their purpose and now this.

We, including the chairman of the
committee, each have a duty to uphold
the integrity of this institution. We
must not play politics with the records
of history. The majority should live by
the rules and precedents of the House.
The House cannot function if the ma-
jority uses its raw power to corrupt the
record of the proceedings.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. BERMAN), a member of the
House Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. BERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
CONYERS) for yielding me time.

I see the logic of the majority. If
they were commenting on the Bill of
Rights, the fourth amendment is an
amendment designed to quash evidence
coming from an unlawful search and
seizure that could allow the conviction
of sexual predators. The fifth amend-
ment gives sexual predators the right
to protect themselves from self-in-
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crimination. The sixth amendment al-
lows wily and cunning lawyers to use
cross examination and technical rules
to keep sexual predators from getting
convicted.

This is how the majority chooses to
interpret, in this particular case, the
substance and the intent of a series of
amendments made to the bill we voted
on last week.

I have great respect for the chairman
of the committee. He is a fair and hon-
est man, and he has worked hard to de-
fend the jurisdiction of the committee.
And what has been done here with this
majority report in that context is a
tremendous disappointment to me. It
essentially left us with no recourse but
to bring a motion like this to the floor
of the House.

To create the absurd situation and
then characterize the result of a par-
ticular amendment by that absurd sit-
uation does not do any justice or any
service to this process, to this institu-
tion, or to our committee.

We depend, we in the minority de-
pend on a process that relies on hon-
esty and good faith and the duties and
those duties, I truly believe, were
breached in the case of this report.

The minority has regarded to file its
dissenting views without the benefit of
having to have seen the report which
they are dissenting. That is inherently
an illogical system, but we have gone
along with it, but when something like
this happens, it raises serious ques-
tions about the legitimacy of that par-
ticular process.

I think a great wrong has been done
to several Members of this body by vir-
tue of the way the majority has char-
acterized this amendment. I think
those characterizations should be with-
drawn. I think an apology should be
made to them, and I urge the passage
of this motion.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman
from Iowa (Mr. KING).

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the chairman for yielding me
time on this important issue.

The stated purpose of the Child Inter-
state Abortion Notification Act is to
protect the health and safety of young
girls by allowing parental involvement
when their home States have thought
it appropriate to require such involve-
ment.

As a general rule, no one has a young
girl’s best interest at heart more than
her parents. Where this rule is not the
case, the law allows for judicial bypass
of the parental involvement require-
ments. Therefore, the amendments in-
troduced by the Democrats in the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary are unneces-
sary. Moreover, these amendments are
dangerous.

As my distinguished Committee on
the Judiciary colleagues have ex-
plained, the health and safety of these
young girls is not protected by pro-
viding a blank exemption for those who
may have sexually abused them. That
is precisely what these amendments



May 3, 2005

did. They provided blanket exclusions
with open doors for sexual predators to
exploit to cover up their crimes.

Far too often, the adults trans-
porting these minors across State lines
to circumvent their home State’s pa-
rental involvement laws are grown men
who have sexually preyed upon the
girls. We have heard those statistics
delivered by the chairman.

To exempt certain classes which
characteristics show are highly likely
to be sexual predators would gut the
intent of this bill, to protect the health
and safety of young girls. The descrip-
tions of the amendments in the com-
mittee report only describe the poten-
tial effects of the amendments if they
had been adopted. They do not describe
the motives of those offering the
amendments as has been stated.

The minority had the opportunity to
include dissenting views in the com-
mittee report and they did. And those
dissenting views do characterize the
motives of those who supported this
legislation.

It has already been spoken to as the
remarks by the gentleman from New
York (Mr. NADLER) with regard to the
Fugitive Slave Act, and so I would just
say this, that I am amazed that this
subject was brought up. I am amazed
that the minority wants to have a na-
tional debate over this subject matter.
When I look at these exemptions and
exclusions, this open door, cabdrivers,
bus drivers, professional transport peo-
ple, clergy, godparents, grandparents,
adult siblings, aunts, uncles, brothers,
sisters, not the family cat, not the
family dog, but everything else you can
imagine including the pizza delivery
boy are exemptions from this bill.

If those amendments had all gone on
the bill, it would have been gutted in
the bill and it would have gone down
because I would have voted against it
and so would the rest of us in the ma-
jority.

I think it is clear the result of the
position that is taken here. What is not
clear is the motive as to why we would
want to have a national debate to talk
this over again when we clearly under-
stand that we are trying to protect the
rights of parents, not the rights of
grandparents, aunts, uncles, brothers,
sisters and siblings.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself 5 seconds.

I tell my dear friend who just left the
well, we are not here to debate the bill.
We debated the bill in committee. We
debated it on the floor. We are talking
about the titles in the section that
were mislabeled.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2% minutes to
the gentlewoman from New York (Ms.
SLAUGHTER), the ranking member of
the Committee on Rules.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, let
me begin by quoting from Section 1001,
Title 18 of the United States Code that
also applies to the legislative branch.

‘“Anyone knowingly and willfully fal-
sifies, conceals or covers up by any
trick, scheme or device a material fact;
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2, makes any materially false, ficti-
tious or fraudulent statement or rep-
resentation; or, 3, makes or uses any
false writing or document, knowing the
same to contain any materially false,
fictitious or fraudulent statement or
entry, shall be fined under this title or
imprisoned not more than 5 years or
both.”

[ 1830

The Committee on Rules discovered
last week that the Committee on the
Judiciary report on the Child Inter-
state Abortion Notification Act, au-
thored by the majority staff, in con-
flict obviously to the United States
Code, contained amendment sum-
maries that had been rewritten by the
staff for the sole purpose of distorting
the original intent of the authors. I
have to admit I was livid.

I was certain it must have been an
oversight because I could not imagine
that the Committee on the Judiciary,
of all things, or the Committee on the
Judiciary chairman, whom I have
known for 18 years, would stand by a
committee report that would so deeply
mischaracterize and falsify the intent
of several amendments offered by Dem-
ocrat members of the committee.

At least five amendments to the bill,
designed to protect the rights of family
members and innocent bystanders from
prosecution, were completely rewritten
to make as though it was the original
intent of the authors. This is a shock-
ing abuse of power, and it must not
stand.

The fact is that the Republican ma-
jority must do the right thing here
today. They must give us a new com-
mittee report containing the proper
captions so that it accurately reflects
the intentions of the authors. Further-
more, I think the chairman of the com-
mittee owes those Members an apology

for soiling their reputation in the
names of partisan politics.
To falsely rewrite the intent of

amendments submitted by another
Member, to intentionally distort its de-
scription is unacceptable. No Member
should go through what our colleagues
have had to go through. None of us
should have our reputations dragged
through the mud.

It is absolutely arrogant of this ma-
jority to believe that they can tamper
with official congressional documents
for political purposes. It is absolutely
arrogant, and the American people will
not be pleased with it. It is an affront
not only to those of us in the House but
to the American people and to history,
Mr. Speaker; and unless it is amended,
I am sure that we will see these again
in the form of campaign attack mail
pieces, and honorable, hardworking
Members of this Congress will be for-
ever branded. No wonder we have a
lack of civility in this House.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, how
much time remains on each side?

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KLINE). The gentleman from Michigan
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(Mr. CONYERS) has 5% minutes remain-
ing, and the gentleman from Wisconsin
(Mr. SENSENBRENNER) has 5 minutes re-
maining.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the distinguished gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. WATT), a
member of the committee.

Mr. WATT. Mr. Speaker, I am really
saddened today, and I am not sure
whether I am more disappointed be-
cause of the mischaracterization of the
amendments in the committee report
or whether I am more saddened by the
fact that the members of a committee
on which I have served now for 13 years
would be here on the floor defending
the characterization that was put in
the committee’s report.

I would just hope that we can get the
committee to file an amended report
that clears this up and we can put this
behind us and go on. This is saddening,
and if we cannot get that, I think it
would be a really, really sad com-
mentary on this institution and what
our committee has sunk to in this Con-
gress.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from Indiana (Mr. HOSTETTLER).

(Mr. HOSTETTLER asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. HOSTETTLER. Mr. Speaker,
while I am not an attorney, it is my
understanding that the perfect defense
for a charge of libel is the truth.

We have heard no discussions today
about the substance of the descriptions
in the committee report, and that is
because the descriptions of the effects
of the amendments in the committee
report were accurate.

Contrast that with the dissenting
views the minority attached to the
committee report. For example, the
minority views state that the Child
Interstate Abortion Notification Act is
“overtly hostile to families.” The mi-
nority dissenting views in the com-
mittee report also describe the legisla-
tion as ‘‘anti-physician and anti-fam-
ily.”

Now, 270 Members of the House voted
for legislation that the minority views
stated was ‘‘overtly hostile to fami-
lies.” Fifty-four Members of the other
side of the aisle, the Democrat Party,
voted for that bill. Surely there is no
comparison between stating that
broadly supported legislation, designed
to protect parental rights and the
health and safety of young women, is
“‘overtly hostile to families’ and accu-
rately describing the consequences of
poorly drafted amendments to the leg-
islation.

Further, the gentlewoman from New
York (Ms. SLAUGHTER) who we heard
from earlier in her press release last
week referred to a conspiracy to ‘‘false-
ly rewrite the intent of an amend-
ment.”

First, there was no rewriting. The
majority of the committee, in describ-
ing offered amendments, do not cut and
paste any description of an amendment
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into a committee report. The majority
describes the amendment offered as it
understands it.

Second, the purpose of describing an
amendment is not to describe its in-
tent. Its purpose is to describe its
meaning and effect. What matters is
not what is in the mind of a Member
offering an amendment. It is what the
text of the amendment offered would
mean if it were made a part of the bill.
Describing the effects of an amend-
ment as it where is not the same as de-
scribing the subjective intent of the
person offering the amendment.

A committee report should do the
former, not the latter, because what
matters at the end of the day are the
actual words on the page of a bill.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 1% minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from New York (Mrs.
LOWEY).

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Speaker, in my 16
years in office, I have seldom seen such
a blatant disregard for the truth. What
occurred in this body last week during
the consideration of the bill should be
an embarrassment to every Member of
this Congress. To purposely
mischaracterize amendments offered
during committee consideration of a
bill is simply outrageous, and quite
frankly, it sets a dangerous precedent.

Many of us have different views and
even deep disagreements about the im-
portant issues we consider in this insti-
tution, but we should be using the
power of debate to resolve those dif-
ferences. Instead, the majority is using
parliamentary gimmicks and delib-
erate mischaracterizations to mis-
represent the intentions of other Mem-
bers of this body.

The official record exists to record
the views and actions of the partici-
pants of the debate, not to editorialize
and inflame the debate. To go so far as
to change the descriptions of amend-
ments, to use an official document to
mislead the American people about al-
ternatives suggested by the minority is
a gross abuse of power by the majority,
and it is just not honest. If we allowed
this or similar action by either party
to go unchecked, if we let this happen
now, it will almost certainly happen
again.

The Congress can do better. The
American people certainly deserve bet-
ter, and I urge my colleagues on both
sides of the aisle to support this impor-
tant resolution.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from Arizona (Mr. FRANKS).

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER) for the
time.

Mr. Speaker, my comments prepared
for now had essentially to do with the
point that has been made already here
many times. Carving out exceptions to
the criminal prohibitions of H.R. 748
for adult siblings, for cousins and un-
cles would not protect young girls who
are made victims of incest by those
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very adult siblings, cousins or uncles;
and it would be a terrible idea to add
that to a bill whose primary purpose is
to protect the rights of parents and
their children.

But I had a chance just to kind of
step back here for a moment, Mr.
Speaker, and ask myself why the inten-
sity of this debate. I would have to step
back and say that respectfully I would
submit that maybe it is about the
foundational issue here of abortion be-
cause if we were not talking about the
surgery of abortion, there would be no
debate here. No one would say it is not
all right to take a young girl across
the State line for an appendectomy.
That would be an outrageous discus-
sion.

It really is about this whole notion of
abortion, and I do not understand the
intensity completely, but I believe it
has something to do with the con-
science in all of us collectively that we
are beginning to realize that somehow,
as Americans, we are bigger than abor-
tion on demand; that 40 million dead
children is enough; and that somehow
we need to start asking the real ques-
tion. The real questions is, does abor-
tion take the life of a child? If it does
not, it is a nonissue. If it does, then we
are in the midst of the greatest human
holocaust in the history of humanity.

I think somehow we collectively in
our hearts understand that, and there-
fore, it creates all this acrimony on the
finer points; but the real abuse of
power is that this body has the power
to protect these little babies, and in-
stead, we are debating the finer points
in a committee report, and I am
ashamed of that.

I pray that somehow we can get to
the point where we can come together
and not have to look back. The Fugi-
tive Slave Act was a perfect example.
We looked back and said how did we let
that happen. That was an acrimonious
debate, too. There was a little thing
called the Civil War over it.

We do not need to proceed down that
line. Somehow may compassion and
the simple truth prevail here.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, may 1
ask the chairman of the committee
how many speakers he has remaining.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. If the gen-
tleman will yield, just me to close.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 1 minute to the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. PELOSI),
our minority leader.

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the distinguished ranking member, the
lead Democrat on the Committee on
the Judiciary, for yielding me time,
and for his great leadership to protect
and defend the Constitution of the
United States, the oath of office that
we all take.

I, too, want to express my respect for
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
SENSENBRENNER), the distinguished
chairman of the committee. I know
that all the members of the Committee
on the Judiciary have a difficult task.
I commend all of the members of the

May 3, 2005

Committee on the Judiciary for the
very important responsibility that
they have in protecting the civil lib-
erties of our country. There are so
many complicated issues where there
are differences of opinion but, hope-
fully, respect for that diversity of opin-
ion, which is intrinsic to our democ-
racy.

Mr. Speaker, I am very sad that it is
necessary to come to the floor to speak
on a resolution offered by the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. CONYERS),
again the distinguished ranking mem-
ber on the Committee on the Judiciary.

I think it is important to note why
we are here. I understand why our Re-
publican colleagues want to talk about
the bill and not talk about this privi-
leged resolution, because this resolu-
tion strikes right directly to the heart
of our democracy and our right of free-
dom of speech on this floor and how
our words are interpreted.

Questions of privilege, according to
the House rules and manual, Mr.
Speaker, as I am sure the Speaker well
knows, questions of privilege shall be
those affecting the rights of the House
collectively, its safety, dignity and the
integrity of its proceedings. It is that
last point, the integrity of our pro-
ceedings, which is what is under as-
sault by the Republicans in this action
that they took last week. Truth and
trust, they are the fundamentals of our
work. We must speak truth so that we
will be trusted.

I view what the Committee on the
Judiciary leadership did on this bill as
just another extension of the abuse of
power of the Republican majority in
the Congress of the United States, both
in the House and in the Senate.

In both bodies, and let us just speak
to our own, there is an attempt to
limit the opportunity for Members to
speak on the floor, to have substitutes,
alternative amendments, that can
come to the floor; and on the occasions
when they do allow an amendment,
they decide to misrepresent the amend-
ment. Just when we think we have seen
it all on the part of curbing debate in
this House, the Republicans not only
curb the debate; they decide what it is
that we said and what it is that we
wrote in our amendments that we were
putting forth.

The disgusting misrepresentations
that were advanced by the Republicans
demand an apology by the chairman of
the committee and a pledge by the Re-
publican leadership in this House that
this will never happen again; that this
will never happen again.

0 1845

We must be mindful of a standard we
must uphold, not only for ourselves,
but for the American people, to con-
duct ourselves at all times in a manner
which shall reflect credibly on the
House of Representatives. In doing so,
the House must maintain the integrity
of all of its proceedings, as the rules of
the House dictate in the House Rules
and Manual.
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What happened last week to the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. NADLER),
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
ScoTT), and the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE) was an out-
rage. An official report that the major-
ity of the Committee on the Judiciary
prepared to the legislation at hand de-
liberately and purposely
mischaracterized their amendments in
a manner that was insulting and derog-
atory.

Again, no wonder the Republicans do
not want to talk about what is on the
floor right now, which is a privileged
resolution addressing the gross abuse
of power of the Republicans. We had
tried to say at meetings, and the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. CONYERS)
tried to get an agreement with the ma-
jority that they would change the
record and apologize; to admit that
there was something wrong with what
happened last week, and that would
have made a difference in bringing this
resolution to the floor. But, no, there
was no admission that there was any-
thing wrong with misrepresenting, not
telling the truth about what was con-
tained in those amendments.

Administrative functions, such as re-
porting of amendments and descrip-
tions of these amendments, relate to
the integrity, again, of the proceedings
of the House and must be fairly de-
scribed. If there is a controversy, then
you go to the maker of the amendment
and say, what is it, how would you
characterize your amendment, you who
are the maker of the amendment? But
no, we had placed our trust that the
majority would fairly describe some-
thing as administrative as an amend-
ment offered by a Member.

In short, this should not even be an
issue we need to be reviewing and scru-
tinizing. If this were to pass without
discussion, think of the precedent that
it would create; that the majority, on a
regular and repeated basis, could use
their power and abuse their power to
write any characterization of any
amendment that anyone made. Its sim-
ply wrong.

The behavior exhibited by the Repub-
lican majority with the Committee on
the Judiciary report flies in the face of
the comity and civility and honesty
that we should all strive for. It is a fur-
ther reflection, again, of the abuse of
power we have seen here. It is an em-
barrassment to the House.

I was deeply disappointed to learn
that the chairman of the Committee on
the Judiciary has refused to apologize
on his own accord. Our rules, Mr.
Speaker, are our best defense. They are
what make the debate and the democ-
racy work. As I said, Mr. Speaker, you
even see in this close on this important
debate that there is an interest in stop-
ping the conversation. I hope that the
Speaker and the Republican leadership
will reflect on their obligations to the
House, and indeed, to all the Members
of both parties, and that they will ask
the chairman of the Committee on the
Judiciary to apologize for the affront
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to this House and the blatant abuse of
position as the chairman of the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

This is, in my view, an aberration for
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
SENSENBRENNER). As I said, many of us,
while we may disagree on issues, have
held him in great esteem and respect.
He is an articulate spokesperson for his
point of view. But his point of view is
not necessarily the point of view of ev-
eryone in this body, and his point of
view should not be the description of
the amendments that Members in the
minority are presenting to the Con-
gress. The leadership has a responsi-
bility to ensure that this will not hap-
pen again.

I want to commend all the Members
of the Committee on the Judiciary
once again, Republicans and Democrats
alike. I think you have a very chal-
lenging task. I want to particularly
commend the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. CONYERS), and the people who
were offended by this, though all of us
were, but particularly in terms of the
retelling of their amendments, the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. NADLER),
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
ScoTT), the gentlewoman from Texas
(Ms. JACKSON-LEE).

Mr. Speaker, I will conclude by
thanking the gentleman from Michigan
(Mr. CoNYERS) for his courage, because
it takes a degree of courage to bring a
privileged resolution to this floor when
you know there will be a continuation
of a misrepresentation of what hap-
pened last week. We are doing this not
because of this bill, we are doing this
because it is our responsibility to have
an honest reflection of the proceedings
of the House. I urge our colleagues to
support the resolution of the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. CONYERS).

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself the balance of my
time.

Mr. Speaker, contrary to what the
distinguished minority leader said, I
offered to file a supplemental com-
mittee report. However, in order to do
so, I asked that the authors of the
amendment admit that the amendment
did not specifically exclude the sexual
predators from the exemptions they
proposed. That offer was refused by the
minority side of the aisle.

The committee report does accu-
rately state that sexual predators are
not carved out of the exemptions that
were proposed. It is not a misrepresen-
tation. It accurately shows that the
authors of the amendment did not
draft those amendments as narrowly as
they should have. And when we vote on
legislation, we vote on what is on the
plain text of the piece of paper, not on
what the author of an amendment in-
tended to do.

I do not like to see this resolution
come before us, but what I will say is
that we were accurate, and if you do
not want this to happen again, draft
your amendments properly.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.
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Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, we have been called
here today to raise a question of the
privileges of the House. A very serious
matter. A prerogative rarely used by
the Members of the House of Rep-
resentatives. But we have to deal with
the mischaracterizations of the titles
of the amendments, which is what this
debate is about.

It is incredible to me that the case of
the other side is so weak that all they
can do is continue to talk about the
bill itself. We are not here to debate
H.R. 748, we are here to talk about the
power and the abuses of the majority
party that sets the agenda, that writes
the reports, and that entitles the
amendments submitted to the members
of the Committee on the Judiciary.
The amendment titles of three mem-
bers were twisted and distorted and
their meaning was rendered so that the
entitlement of the amendment was not,
indeed, accurate. I believe the majority
has failed the Congress but, more im-
portantly, the American people.

Now, what we are doing here right
now is hoping to raise this question of
the privileges of the House regarding
the blatant abuse of power; Repub-
licans’ mischaracterizing the descrip-
tion of numerous Democratic amend-
ments, when some of the amendments
had been considered in previous Con-
gresses. These are the same amend-
ments that were properly entitled in
other Congresses.

So it is with great reluctance that I
come before you to ask that we make
sure this never happens again; that
this deliberate mischaracterization of
amendments be stopped here and now;
that it does not happen and that the
chairman of the Committee on the Ju-
diciary issue a supplemental report and
apologize to the House of Representa-
tives. Support the resolution.

MOTION TO TABLE OFFERED BY MR.
SENSENBRENNER

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to table the resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KLINE). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER) to lay the
resolution on the table.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, this 15-
minute vote on tabling H. Res. 2563 will
be followed by a 15-minute vote on sus-
pending the rules and adopting H. Res.
228.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 220, nays
196, not voting 17, as follows:

[Roll No. 151]

YEAS—220
Aderholt Alexander Baker
AKkin Bachus Barrett (SC)
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Bartlett (MD)
Barton (TX)
Bass
Beauprez
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blunt
Boehlert
Boehner
Bonilla
Bonner
Bono
Boozman
Boustany
Bradley (NH)
Brady (TX)
Brown (SC)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Buyer
Calvert
Camp
Cannon
Cantor
Capito
Carter
Castle
Chabot
Chocola
Coble
Cole (OK)
Conaway
Cox
Crenshaw
Cubin
Cunningham
Davis (KY)
Davis, Jo Ann
Davis, Tom
Deal (GA)
DeLay
Dent
Doolittle
Drake
Dreier
Duncan
Ehlers
Emerson
English (PA)
Everett
Feeney
Ferguson
Fitzpatrick (PA)
Flake
Foley
Forbes
Fortenberry
Fossella
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gingrey
Gohmert

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Allen
Andrews
Baca

Baird
Baldwin
Barrow
Bean
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Boren
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd

Brady (PA)
Brown, Corrine
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano

Goode
Goodlatte
Granger
Graves
Green (WI)
Gutknecht
Hall
Harris
Hart
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Hensarling
Herger
Hobson
Hoekstra
Hostettler
Hulshof
Hunter
Hyde
Inglis (SC)
Issa
Istook
Jenkins
Jindal
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kline
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kuhl (NY)
LaHood
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
LoBiondo
Lucas
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Mack
Manzullo
Marchant
McCaul (TX)
McCotter
McCrery
McHenry
McHugh
McKeon
McMorris
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Moran (KS)
Murphy
Musgrave
Myrick
Neugebauer
Ney
Northup

NAYS—196

Cardin
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carson
Case
Chandler
Cleaver
Clyburn
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Cramer
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
Davis (TN)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Dicks
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Norwood
Nunes
Nussle
Osborne
Oxley

Paul

Pearce
Pence
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts

Platts

Poe

Pombo
Porter
Price (GA)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Radanovich
Ramstad
Regula
Rehberg
Reichert
Renzi
Reynolds
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Royce

Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Saxton
Schwarz (MI)
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shuster
Simmons
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Sodrel
Souder
Stearns
Sullivan
Sweeney
Tancredo
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Turner
Upton
Walden (OR)
Wamp
Weldon (PA)
Weller
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson (NM)
Wilson (SC)
Wolf

Young (AK)
Young (FL)

Dingell
Doggett
Doyle
Emanuel
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans

Farr

Filner
Ford

Frank (MA)
Gonzalez
Gordon
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Herseth
Higgins
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Holden

Holt Meeks (NY) Sanchez, Loretta
Honda Melancon Sanders
Hooley Menendez Schakowsky
Inslee Michaud Schiff
Israel Millender- Schwartz (PA)
Jackson (IL) McDonald Scott (GA)
Jackson-Lee Miller (NC) Scott (VA)

(TX) Miller, George Serrano
Jefferson Mollohan Sherman
Johnson, E. B. Moore (KS) Skelton
Jonels (OH) Moore (WI) Slaughter
Kanjorski Moran (VA) Smith (WA)
Kaptur Murtha Snyder
Kennedy (RI) Nadler Solis
Kildee Napolitano Spratt
Kilpatrick (MI) Neal (MA) Stark
Kind Oberstar Strickland
Kucinich Obey
Langevin Olver Stupak

: Tanner
Lantos Ortiz Tauscher
Larsen (WA) Owens
Lee Pallone Taylor (MS)
Levin Pascrell Thompson (CA)
Lewis (GA) Pastor Thompson (MS)
Lipinski Payne Tierney
Lofgren, Zoe Pelosi Towns
Lowey Peterson (MN) Udall (CO)
Lynch Pomeroy Udall (NM)
Maloney Price (NC) V&I{ Hollen
Markey Rahall Velazquez
Marshall Rangel Visclosky
Matheson Reyes Wasserman
Matsui Ross Schultz
McCarthy Rothman Waters
McCollum (MN)  Roybal-Allard Watson
McDermott Ruppersberger Watt
McGovern Rush Waxman
McIntyre Ryan (OH) Weiner
McKinney Sabo Wexler
McNulty Salazar Woolsey
Meehan Sanchez, Linda Wu
Meek (FL) T. Wynn
NOT VOTING—17

Biggert Diaz-Balart, M. Otter
Brown (OH) Edwards Shays
Clay Fattah Simpson
Culberson Hoyer Walsh
Davis (FL) Johnson (CT) Weldon (FL)

Diaz-Balart, L.

O 1919
Ms. WOOLSEY and Messrs.
RUPPERSBERGER, SERRANO,
SMITH of Washington and

BUTTERFIELD changed their vote

Larson (CT)

from ‘‘yea’ to ‘‘nay.”

Mr. WELLER changed his vote from

“nay’’ to ‘“‘yea.”

So the motion to table was agreed to.
The result of the vote was announced

as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on

the table.

PERMISSION

FERENCE REPORT ON H.R. 1268,
SUPPLEMENTAL
APPROPRIATIONS ACT FOR DE-
FENSE, THE GLOBAL WAR ON
TERROR, AND TSUNAMI RELIEF,

EMERGENCY

2005

TO

FILE

CON-

May 3, 2005

OBSERVING 30TH ANNIVERSARY
OF FALL OF THE REPUBLIC OF
VIETNAM TO THE COMMUNIST
FORCES OF NORTH VIETNAM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and agreeing to the
resolution, H. Res. 228, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Nebraska (Mr.
FORTENBERRY) that the House suspend
the rules and agree to the resolution,
H. Res. 228, as amended, on which the
yeas and nays are ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 416, nays 0,
not voting 17, as follows:

[Roll No. 152]

Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that the
managers on the part of the House may
have until midnight tonight to file the
conference report to accompany the
bill, H.R. 1268.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KLINE). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia?

There was no objection.

YEAS—416

Abercrombie Clyburn Gonzalez
Ackerman Coble Goode
Aderholt Cole (OK) Goodlatte
Akin Conaway Gordon
Alexander Conyers Granger
Allen Cooper Graves
Andrews Costa Green (WI)
Baca Costello Green, Al
Bachus Cox Green, Gene
Baird Cramer Grijalva
Baker Crenshaw Gutierrez
Baldwin Crowley Gutknecht
Barrett (SC) Cubin Hall
Barrow Cuellar Harman
Bartlett (MD) Cummings Harris
Barton (TX) Cunningham Hart
Bass Davis (AL) Hastings (FL)
Bean Davis (CA) Hastings (WA)
Beauprez Dayvis (IL) Hayes
Becerra Davis (KY) Hayworth
Berkley Davis (TN) Hefley
Berman Davis, Jo Ann Hensarling
Biggert Davis, Tom Herger
Bilirakis Deal (GA) Herseth
Bishop (GA) DeFazio Higgins
Bishop (NY) DeGette Hinchey
Bishop (UT) Delahunt Hinojosa
Blackburn DeLauro Hobson
Blumenauer DeLay Hoekstra
Blunt Dent Holden
Boehlert Dicks Holt
Boehner Dingell Honda
Bonilla Doggett Hooley
Bonner Doolittle Hostettler
Bono Doyle Hulshof
Boozman Drake Hunter
Boren Dreier Hyde
Boswell Duncan Inglis (SC)
Boucher Ehlers Inslee
Boustany Emanuel Israel
Boyd Emerson Issa
Bradley (NH) Engel Istook
Brady (PA) English (PA) Jackson (IL)
Brady (TX) Eshoo Jackson-Lee
Brown (SC) Etheridge (TX)
Brown, Corrine Evans Jefferson
Brown-Waite, Everett Jenkins

Ginny Farr Jindal
Burgess Feeney Johnson (CT)
Burton (IN) Ferguson Johnson (IL)
Butterfield Filner Johnson, E. B.
Buyer Fitzpatrick (PA) Johnson, Sam
Calvert Flake Jones (NC)
Camp Foley Jones (OH)
Cannon Forbes Kanjorski
Cantor Ford Kaptur
Capito Fortenberry Keller
Capps Fossella Kelly
Capuano Foxx Kennedy (MN)
Cardin Frank (MA) Kennedy (RI)
Cardoza Franks (AZ) Kildee
Carnahan Frelinghuysen Kilpatrick (MI)
Carson Gallegly Kind
Carter Garrett (NJ) King (IA)
Case Gerlach King (NY)
Castle Gibbons Kingston
Chabot Gilchrest Kirk
Chandler Gillmor Kline
Chocola Gingrey Knollenberg
Cleaver Gohmert Kolbe
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Kucinich Ney Sensenbrenner
Kuhl (NY) Northup Serrano
LaHood Norwood Sessions
Langevin Nunes Shadegg
Lantos Nussle Shaw
Larsen (WA) Oberstar Shays
Latham Obey Sherman
LaTourette Olver Sherwood
Leach Ortiz Shimkus
Lee Osborne Shuster
Levin Owens Simmons
Lewis (CA) Oxley Skelton
Lewis (GA) Pallone Slaughter
Lewis (KY) Pascrell Smith (NJ)
Linder Pastor Smith (TX)
Lipinski Paul Smith (WA)
LoBiondo Payne Snyder
Lofgren, Zoe Pearce Sodrel
Lowey Pelosi Solis
Lucas Pence Souder
Lungren, Daniel  Peterson (MN) Spratt

E. Peterson (PA) Stark
Lynch Petri Stearns
Mack Pickering Strickland
Maloney Pitts Stupak
Manzullo Platts Sweeney
Marchant Poe Tancredo
Markey Pombo Tanner
Marshall Pomeroy Tauscher
Matheson Porter Taylor (MS)
Matsui Price (GA) Taylor (NC)
McCarthy Price (NC) Terry
McCaul (TX) Pryce (OH) Thomas
McCollum (MN) Putnam Thompson (CA)
McCotter Radanovich Thompson (MS)
McCrery Rahall Thornberry
McDermott Ramstad Tiahrt
McGovern Rangel Tiberi
McHenry Regula T;ei‘;é
McHugh Rehberg v
McIntyre Reichert Towns
McKeon Renzi Turner
McKinney Reyes Udall (CO)
McMorris Reynolds Udall (NM)
McNulty Rogers (AL) Upton
Meehan Rogers (KY) Vaq Hollen
Meek (FL) Rogers (MI) Velazquez
Meeks (NY) Rohrabacher Visclosky
Melancon Ros-Lehtinen Walden (OR)
Menendez Ross Wamp
Mica Rothman Wasserman
Michaud Roybal-Allard Schultz
Millender- Royce Waters

McDonald Ruppersberger Watson
Miller (FL) Rush Watt
Miller (MI) Ryan (OH) Waxman
Miller (NC) Ryan (WI) Weiner
Miller, Gary Ryun (KS) Weldon (PA)
Miller, George Sabo Weller
Mollohan Salazar Westmoreland
Moore (KS) Sanchez, Linda  Wexler
Moore (WI) T. Whitfield
Moran (KS) Sanchez, Loretta Wicker
Moran (VA) Sanders Wilson (NM)
Murphy Saxton Wilson (SC)
Musgrave Schakowsky Wolf
Myrick Schiff Woolsey
Nadler Schwartz (PA) Wu
Napolitano Schwarz (MI) Wynn
Neal (MA) Scott (GA) Young (AK)
Neugebauer Scott (VA) Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—17

Berry Diaz-Balart, M. Otter
Brown (OH) Edwards Simpson
Clay Fattah Sullivan
Culberson Hoyer Walsh
Davis (FL) Larson (CT) Weldon (FL)
Diaz-Balart, L. Murtha

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KLINE) (during the vote). Members are
advised there are 2 minutes remaining
in this vote.

0 1937

So (two thirds having voted in favor
thereof) the rules were suspended and
the resolution, as amended, was agreed
to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The title of the resolution was
amended so as to read: ‘‘Resolution
honoring the contributions of Viet-
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namese Americans to American society
over the past three decades.”.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————
PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, |
would like to submit this statement for the
RECORD and regret that | could not be present
today, Tuesday, May 3, 2005 to vote on roll-
call vote Nos. 151 and 152 due to a family
medical emergency.

Had | been present, | would have voted:
“No” on rollcall vote No. 151 on the motion to
table H. Res. 253, the Conyers Resolution
Raising a Question of the Privileges of the
House; “yea” on rollcall vote No. 152 on H.
Res. 228—Observing the 30th anniversary of
the fall of the Republic of Vietnam to the Com-
munist forces of North Vietnam.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT OF INTENTION TO
OFFER RESOLUTION RAISING
QUESTION OF PRIVILEGES OF
THE HOUSE

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I offer a
resolution raising a question of the
privileges of the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman may give notice.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I give no-
tice of this resolution and that it will
be brought up as soon as the rules per-
mit.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman must read the form of the reso-
lution and then ask for unanimous con-
sent.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, by the
form, does the Speaker mean the text?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman may ask unanimous consent to
dispense with the reading.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I do not
ask that unanimous consent.

Will the Clerk read the resolution?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman must read the resolution.

Mr. NADLER. ‘“Whereas the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary conducted a
markup of the bill H.R. 748, the ‘‘Child
Interstate Abortion Notification Act,”
on Wednesday, April 13, 2005, and or-
dered the bill reported on that same
day;

Whereas the Committee on the Judi-
ciary subsequently reported H.R. 748 to
the House on Thursday, April 21, 2005,
with an accompanying report des-
ignated House Report 109-51;

Whereas, during the markup of H.R.
748, Representatives NADLER, SCOTT,
and JACKSON-LEE offered in good faith
a total of five amendments to the bill,
all of which failed on party-line votes;

Whereas, because Representatives
NADLER, ScoTT, and JACKSON-LEE
called for recorded votes on their

amendments, under section 3(b) of Rule
XIII, the votes were published in House
Report 109-51;

Whereas, although it is the long and
established practice in House reports
to describe recorded votes with objec-
tive, nonargumentative captions, the
Committee on the Judiciary majority
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departed from this practice in House
Report 109-51 by captioning these five
amendments with inflammatory, inac-
curate captions;

Whereas, when Representative SEN-
SENBRENNER, the Chairman of the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, was asked
about this language and given the op-
portunity to correct it, both in the
Committee Rules and on the House
floor, he instead explained that it was
his purpose and intention to include
these derogatory and inaccurate cap-
tions in House Report 109-51;

Whereas, committee reports are offi-
cial congressional documents to which
American citizens will refer when seek-
ing to interpret the bills they accom-
pany;

Whereas, although the committee
markup and reporting process gives
Members ample opportunity to debate,
characterize, and criticize each other’s
views, committees have a ministerial,
institutional responsibility to accu-
rately report the proceedings of com-
mittee activities;

Whereas, under the procedures of the
Committee on the Judiciary, the mi-
nority must submit its dissenting
views to the majority without having
the opportunity to review the report;

Whereas, the majority has the oppor-
tunity to review the minority’s dissent
before filing its report;

Whereas, earlier versions of H.R. 748
were reported by the Committee on the
Judiciary on three separate occasions
and in each case, these amendments, or
similar amendments, were described in
these earlier committee reports with
objective, nonargumentative captions;

Whereas, this unprecedented manipu-
lation of a traditionally nonpartisan
portion of a committee report con-
stitutes an abuse of power by the ma-
jority of the Committee on the Judici-
ary;

Whereas, a report of a committee of-
fers the majority and minority the op-
portunity to provide their views and
interpretations of the legislation,
amendments, and issues;

Whereas, the section of a committee
report required by clause 3(b) of Rule
XIII was purposely misused as an op-
portunity to comment on, or charac-
terize, the amendments; and

Whereas the vote captions published
in House Report 109-51 appear to be
purposefully inaccurate and mis-
leading, and reflect negatively on the
integrity of the Members offering the
amendments, and therefore belittle the
dignity of the House and undermine
the integrity of the proceedings of the
House:

Now, therefore, be it:

Resolved, That the House of Rep-
resentatives

(1) finds that the Committee on the
Judiciary purposefully and deliberately
mischaracterized the above-mentioned
votes in House Report 109-51; and

(2) directs the chairman of such com-
mittee to report to the House a supple-
ment to House Report 109-51 that cor-
rects the record by describing the five
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amendments with nonargumentative,
objective captions.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
rule IX, a resolution offered from the
floor by a Member other than the ma-
jority leader or the minority leader as
a question of the privileges of the
House has immediate precedence only
at a time designated by the Chair with-
in 2 legislative days after the resolu-
tion is properly noticed.

Pending that designation, the form of
the resolution noticed by the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. NADLER)
will appear in the RECORD at this point.

The Chair will not at this point de-
termine whether the resolution con-
stitutes a question of privilege. That
determination will be made at the time
designated for consideration of the res-
olution.

—————

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 366, VOCATIONAL AND TECH-
NICAL EDUCATION FOR THE FU-
TURE ACT

Mr. BISHOP of Utah, from the Com-
mittee on Rules, submitted a privi-
leged report (Rept. No. 109-69) on the
resolution (H. Res. 254) providing for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 366) to
amend the Carl D. Perkins Vocational
and Technical Education Act of 1998 to
strengthen and improve programs
under that Act, which was referred to
the House Calendar and ordered to be
printed.

——————

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 1185, FEDERAL DEPOSIT IN-
SURANCE REFORM ACT OF 2005

Mr. BISHOP of Utah, from the Com-
mittee on Rules, submitted a privi-
leged report (Rept. No. 109-70) on the
resolution (H. Res. 255) providing for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1185) to
reform the Federal deposit insurance
system, and for other purposes, which
was referred to the House Calendar and
ordered to be printed.

———
REAPPOINTMENT AS MEMBER OF
ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON

RECORDS OF CONGRESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to 44 United States Code 2702, and
the order of the House of January 4,
2005, the Chair announces the Speak-
er’s reappointment of the following
member on the part of the House to the
Advisory Committee on the Records of
Congress:

Mr. Timothy dJ.
Minnetonka, Minnesota.

———

COMMUNICATION FROM THE HON-
ORABLE NANCY PELOSI, DEMO-
CRATIC LEADER

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Honorable NANCY
PELOSI, Democratic Leader:

Johnson,
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
OFFICE OF THE DEMOCRATIC LEADER,
Washington, DC, April 28, 2005.
Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker of the House, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to 44 U.S.C.
2702, I hereby appoint Dr. Joseph Cooper of
Maryland, to the Advisory Committee on
Records of Congress.

Best regards,
NANCY PELOSI.

————————

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
Washington, DC, May 3, 2005.
Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT,
The Speaker, House of Representatives, Wash-
ington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the provi-
sions of 44 U.S.C. 2702, I hereby appoint as a
member of the Advisory Committee on the
Records of Congress the following person:
Susan Palmer, Aurora, IL.

With best wishes, Sincerely.
JEFF TRANDAHL,
Clerk.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings
on the three remaining motions to sus-
pend the rules will resume tomorrow.

———

TRIBUTE TO KATHRYN LEHMAN

(Ms. PRYCE of Ohio asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
rise to honor my departing chief of
staff, Kathryn Lehman. Kathryn has
faithfully served at the House Repub-
lican Conference for the last 2 years.
She came well-equipped, having
worked for the gentleman from Illinois
(Speaker HASTERT) and Speaker Ging-
rich, the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
DELAY), and the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Chairman SENSENBRENNER).

Kathryn is truly an American suc-
cess story. Born and raised in Pitts-
burgh, she attended Oral Roberts Uni-
versity and then put herself through
law school. Kathryn came to the House
Committee on the Judiciary and quick-
ly found a home crafting some of the
best legislation of the first 100 days of
this majority in 1994.

While a rock-solid Republican, Kath-
ryn has enjoyed the friendship and re-
spect of many people across the polit-
ical spectrum. She has helped bridge
the gap between ideological differences
for the good of the conference and,
therefore, for the good of our country.

She has helped us deal with some of
the most challenging issues facing
America in the last 15 years: the Re-
publican takeover of the House, the im-
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peachment of a President, the passage
of the largest tax cut in history, and
the Medicare prescription drug bill.

As Kathryn turns the page and starts
the next chapter of her life, I wish her
well. I am grateful for the time she has
given us, and I look forward to enjoy-
ing her friendship for many years to
come. With her departure, the House
loses one of its most dedicated and fin-
est public servants.

Fare thee well to Kathryn.

————
NATIONAL TEACHER DAY

(Mr. BARROW asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. BARROW. Mr. Speaker, today on
National Teacher Day, I want to en-
courage all my constituents and my
colleagues to take just a minute to
thank those teachers who helped us get
where we are today, sometimes despite
ourselves.

For me those teachers included Ms.
Moseley, Ms. Goodwyn, Ms. Rapley,
Ms. Hughes, and a host of others. But
the teacher I want to single out is Ms.
Bertha Musick. She just celebrated her
96th birthday, and she is still going
strong.

She was my 11th grade English teach-
er, and she was tough as nails. Every
day it was her job to hammer an under-
standing and an appreciation of good
English into the heads of an 11th grade
class full of thick-skulled teenagers.

Ms. Musick meant business. And
while she had a reputation for being
tough, every one of her students came
to realize that her toughness was driv-
en by her devotion. Many of us under-
stood that at the time. All of us came
to understand it over time.

O 1945

I cannot tell my colleagues how
many times I have heard her describe
how former students, who used to
think of her as the enemy, came back
to her, sometimes many years later, to
thank her for being caring enough to
be tough. Not just caring enough about
her work, but caring enough about her
students; and they were right.

Someone once defined an education
as what you remember after you forget
99 percent of what you learned in
school. What Ms. Musick taught me,
and hundreds of other impressionable
youngsters, is the value of not giving
in and not giving up.

That is what defined a good teacher
in Ms. Musick’s day, and that is what
defines good teachers today, who are
overworked, underpaid, and under-
appreciated.

So to Ms. Musick, at 99 years strong,
I just want to say ‘‘thank you very
much.”

——————

THE HOUSE WILL MISS KATHRYN
LEHMAN

(Mr. BLUNT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
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minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. Speaker, I want to
join my colleague and good friend, our
conference chairman, the gentlewoman
from Ohio (Ms. PRYCE), in recognizing
Kathryn Lehman as she leaves her
work here after 15 years.

We are dramatically benefited by the
people who help us do these jobs, and
no one has been more involved in more
places over those 15 years than Kath-
ryn has, working, as has already been
said, in the Speaker’s office, in the
Conference office, in the whip’s office.
During the 4 years that I was the chief
deputy whip, it was never quite clear
to me whether Kathryn was working
for me or I was working for her, but I
always knew that we were all working
to get our job done.

She is leaving now to go to Holland.
We recently lost a great former Mem-
ber of the Congress, our good friend
Tiller Fowler, and Tillie would be
pleased, I think, that Kathryn is filling
some of the gap that is left there by
Tillie’s passing.

I am sure that our conference chair-
man will miss Kathryn. I know that
our conference will miss Kathryn on a
daily basis. I really do deeply and truly
know that we will miss Kathryn’s wise
counsel, her good judgment and, maybe
most of all, her reliable sense of
humor. When things are the toughest
and the challenges are the greatest,
Kathryn always had an understanding
of how fortunate we all really were to
be involved in that challenging mo-
ment, to be making those decisions on
the House Floor, to be part of this
great process in the greatest country
in the world.

Kathryn, we will miss you.

———

IRAQ IS ANOTHER VIETNAM

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, as we acknowledge the 30th
anniversary of the conflict in Vietnam,
it is important to be reminded of the
crisis in Iraq: 12,000 wounded soldiers,
1,600 dead, 143 Iraqis and others killed
over this past weekend; no stated pol-
icy from this administration, and the
continuous flow of injured and fallen
soldiers coming home to loved ones.

Iraq is another Vietnam. Iraq de-
serves the attention of this Congress
and of this administration. It is time
now to address the fact that there were
no weapons of mass destruction.
Whether or not we are liberators, no
one seems to care. This government is
in conflict. The Shiite government is
refusing to seek Sunnis. The insurgents
will continue, the bloodshed will con-
tinue, the hostages will continue.

We must, we must have a solution to
this terrible tragedy in Iraq. We are
not creating freedom; we are creating
terrorists.
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REAL ECONOMIC GROWTH FOR
AMERICA

(Mrs. BLACKBURN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker,
America is on a really great economic
track right now. Since 2000, Congress
and this great Nation both have had to
contend with a recession, with ter-
rorism, but we have dealt with this by
enacting tax relief and working to de-
crease regulatory burdens on America’s
workers. What we are seeing is real
growth.

Now, the first quarter of this year we
have seen a 3.1 percent growth in the
GDP. It is good and solid. To put it all
in perspective, going back to October
and December of 2004, the fourth quar-
ter of last year, look at what we had
going on here. Germany, 1.5 percent
growth, Italy and Japan both at eight-
tenths of one percent growth. During
that time, America had 3.9 percent
GDP growth. Do we know why? It is be-
cause we have fought to lower taxes
and reduce burdensome regulation both
together, while other nations have
kept raising their taxes and imposing
more regulation.

What does this show? It tells us that
if we want more of something, we tax
it less, we regulate it less.

——————

CONGRATULATIONS TO KATHRYN
LEHMAN

(Mr. GOODLATTE asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, it is
my pleasure to join the House Repub-
lican Conference chairman, the whip,
and shortly the chief deputy whip and
the vice chairman of our conference in
congratulating Kathryn Lehman on an
outstanding career here in the Con-
gress and to wish her Godspeed as she
leaves this great institution and goes
out into the wide world to seek other
challenges and opportunities.

Kathryn has served the House of Rep-
resentatives longer than the vast ma-
jority of the Members who serve here
today. She has an incisive legal mind,
and I came to know that many years
ago when I was first elected to serve
here and had the privilege of being ap-
pointed to serve on the House Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, where Kath-
ryn was serving as a counsel for the
then senior member of the committee,
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. HYDE)
and shortly thereafter became chair-
man of the committee.

Kathryn was the staff director and
chief counsel for the Subcommittee on
the Constitution. She advised the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Chairman HYDE)
and subsequently Speaker Gingrich,
with regard to the procedures that the
House needed to follow with regard to
the very somber process of impeach-
ment of a President of the United
States. Since then, she has gone on to
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serve in our leadership. A number of
Members who we can see here today
recognize that she has not only the
great sense of humor that has been rec-
ognized already, but a great ability to
step back and see the big picture at a
time when many of us get tied up in
the heat of the moment. That is some-
thing that is a valuable, valuable asset
for this Congress and this Republican
Conference.

Kathryn, we thank you, and we wish
you the very best.

———
FAREWELL TO KATHRYN LEHMAN

(Mr. CANTOR asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I, too,
rise this evening to bid farewell to an
individual that I have come to know
over the last 4 years since I first start-
ed serving in this House. She is not
only a friend, she is a neighbor. She is
an individual that I look to as a col-
league and counsel.

As has been mentioned before, Kath-
ryn Lehman has been a critical asset to
this institution over the length of her
career here. She has worked for the
majority leader when he was majority
whip. That is where I came to know
her, and it is then that I began to see
the incredible addition she was to the
leadership team of this House.

She has provided tremendous insight
into not only the history of this insti-
tution, but also to the intricacies of
the legislative process, and her ability
to really grasp how to get things done
in this town, and certainly in this
building.

So it is with much sentiment, I
think, that I say goodbye. I know it
will not be a permanent goodbye. Kath-
ryn is one who is a true believer, and I
could tell that when I first met her,
that she has the common sense and
conservative values that are really
what make this country great.

I guess we could claim her as an
adopted Virginian. She lives in the leg-
acy of those great public servants of
the 18th century that founded this Na-
tion and that left us such a legacy to
contribute to our democracy, to stand
up for the principles that we believe in.

So Kathryn, I want to thank you for
all of your wise counsel. I will continue
to seek that counsel. We will miss you
here in the House, but we wish you all
the best, and Godspeed.

KATHRYN LEHMAN: A BEHIND-
THE-SCENES PROFESSIONAL

(Mr. KINGSTON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, several
years ago, I went to a ribbon-cutting
on a new road and the road had taken
many, many years to build, yet all the
politicians who participated in the rib-
bon-cutting were newly-elected. But in
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great political fashion, we all stood up
there and took the bows for it. That is
the rules of the game.

Another part about that is you do
not see the staff up there cutting the
ribbon, taking the bows, getting the
applause. Kathryn Lehman is one of
those staff members who has not been
in the forefront of the limelight and
yet, should. She has worked for every
significant Republican leader in this
House of Representatives for the last 10
years or more. Every critical decision
of this House, every major piece of leg-
islation was worked on on a team in
which she was a staff member, any-
thing from the gentleman from Illinois
(Chairman HENRY HYDE) to the Speak-
er of the House, Newt Gingrich, and,
most recently, our conference Chair,
the gentlewoman from Ohio (Ms.
PRYCE). The legislation that we moved
all had the invisible fingerprint of
Kathryn Lehman.

I, as vice chairman of the Republican
Conference, have had a chance to work
with her. I can tell my colleagues she
is intelligent, she is well versed, she is
in the background, and she is a pro.
One thing I will say, though, that is
also significant about her, she works
hard and, at times, when she has that
rare opportunity to play and relax, she
plays hard. I remember one occasion
with her, getting the chance to see her
shoot skeet. We were with some people
who were pretty hotshot skeet shoot-
ers, and I looked over there and she
was shooting a 28 gauge, which means
you have to shoot a clay pigeon prac-
tically with a BB gun. It is impossible
to do. I think out of 25 she hit 24 of
them, and maybe I bumped her on that
25th.

But she is kind of a true renaissance
person of today, somebody who knows
how to enjoy life, get out and relax and
mix and mingle with different types of
people; yet, when it comes time to
work, she is a hard-core, very straight-
forward professional.

We will miss her, Democrats and Re-
publicans alike. She has been an insti-
tutionalist, somebody who has made
this place better because of her pres-
ence.

Kathryn, we wish you the best. Have
fun over across the street or whatever
street you are going to be on.

——
O 2000
SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PRICE of Georgia). Under the Speaker’s
announced policy of January 4, 2005,
and under a previous order of the
House, the following Members will be
recognized for 5 minutes each.

————
SOCIAL SECURITY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, today
and pretty much every day for most
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Americans of this year, they will see
6.2 percent taken out of their paycheck
to pay for their Social Security retire-
ment. If they are self-employed, they
will see 12.4 percent taken out. That is
everyone who earns up to $90,000 every
paycheck, day in day out they are pay-
ing that tax.

And in paying that tax, they will cre-
ate a $170 billion surplus to pay for fu-
ture retirement benefits for them-
selves. But, now, the President has re-
vealed his true agenda. After talking
about privatization for months, some-
thing which would, in fact, worsen the
financial condition of Social Security,
he has now changed the debate to talk-
ing about how he is going to reduce the
retirement benefits of middle-class
Americans.

Now, things are a little bit different
from the President. I mean, we will dis-
regard all of his unearned income and
all of the things that he has been given
and all of those earnings. Let us just
talk about his salary, $400,000 as Presi-
dent of the United States. So that
means that the President of the United
States pays Social Security tax until 3
a.m. on March 24.

Now, that does not seem quite fair.
Other working Americans are going to
pay that tax all year long. But, let us
look at some of Mr. Bush’s friends.
Tom Freston and Les Moonves of
Viacom. They stop paying Social Secu-
rity tax at 4 a.m. on January 2, because
they earn $77,000 a day.

Now, it really is not going to matter
or even be noticed by George Bush
when they are reduced or Mr. Freston
or Mr. Moonves at Viacom, you know,
not even their accountants will notice
it, but it is certainly going to be no-
ticed by those middle-class Americans.

The President’s cuts, which he cast
as being fair and progressive, will fall
most heavily on middle-income work-
ing families in this country. You know,
a median, what they call a median
earner, $36,000, say a public school
teacher, will see, if they retired 40
years from now, a young teacher, they
will see a reduction of 16 percent in
their Social Security benefits, from
$19,000 down to $16,000. I think they are
going to notice that; it is going to hurt
a lot.

What the President’s folk call a high
earner, $568,400 a year, well they will see
a 25 percent reduction. In fact, the re-
duction for people who earn $58,000 a
year will be equal to or worse than if
Congress did nothing about Social Se-
curity, because it is not going to be
bankrupt like the President says. So-
cial Security will never be bankrupt.
Stop saying that.

It will have to, if nothing is done and
we have a very bad economy, reduce
benefits by, say, 20 percent according
to the Republican Congressional Budg-
et Office or 25 percent, so they can pay
benefits into the indefinite future,
starting 40 or 50 years from now. That
is not a crisis. That is not bankruptcy.

But the President would guarantee
reductions, at least that big, for many
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working families to save the program.
But that is not all. That is not all the
President has in mind. Because, he
said, this is based on the Pozen plan,
some financial guru out there who he
says is a Democrat. Who cares if he is
a Democrat or Republican. He is some
rich guy, financial guy. And what Mr.
Pozen proposed is you not only reduce
retirement benefits, you reduce sur-
vivor’s benefits, and you reduce dis-
ability benefits.

That is what the President said he
endorses last week during his speech.
He is going to reduce middle-income
retirees’ Social Security benefits 25
percent. And if they should be so un-
lucky as to become totally disabled, in-
capable of working, he is going to re-
duce their disability benefits by 25 per-
cent; or should they have even more
misfortune and die, their survivors will
get a reduced benefit of 25 percent to,
quote, save the program.

The President is not done there,
though. He is not only reducing sur-
vivors benefits, retirement benefits,
disability benefits. He wants to push
these people into so-called voluntarily
private plans after he has reduced their
benefits; and the so-called private
plans, the President’s privatization has
a little something called a claw-back,
which is the government is allowing
you to divert your Social Security
money, but it is considered to be a
loan, which will be repaid at the time
of your retirement, death, or disability
at the rate of 3 percent plus inflation.

Now, if your investments did not do
too well, your survivors are going to be
writing the government a check; or if
you get to retirement and you did not
do too well, well, you are going to see
your Social Security benefits reduce up
to 97 percent under the President’s pri-
vatization plan.

There are better ways to secure the
financial future of Social Security,
which I will talk about on another
evening.

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. GUT-
KNECHT) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. GUTKNECHT addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

—————

ORDER OF BUSINESS

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that I be al-
lowed to take my Special Order at this
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Florida?

There was no objection.

—————

FAREWELL TO KATHRYN LEHMAN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Florida (Ms. RoOS-
LEHTINEN) is recognized for 5 minutes.
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Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, as
we have heard from our House Repub-
lican leadership team, this week the
House will lose one of its most faithful
servants to the private sector, when
my good friend Kathryn Lehman leaves
her post as chief of staff of the House
Republican Conference after more than
15 years of service here in the House on
Capitol Hill.

After graduating from Catholic Uni-
versity with a law degree, Kathryn
came to the Hill in 1989 to serve then-
ranking member, the gentleman from
Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER), as his
only staffer on the Judiciary Sub-
committee on Civil and Constitutional
Rights.

After the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. HYDE) became the subcommittee’s
ranking member, Kathryn continued
her work and learned much from his
example in leadership.

When the Republicans took over con-
trol of the House in 1994, Kathryn be-
came the subcommittee’s chief counsel
and helped usher in some of the most
important reforms of the first 100 days
of our Congress. In 1997, Karen began
working for Speaker Gingrich, playing
an important part in many of the most
memorable events in Congress’s his-
tory. She also advised Speaker Ging-
rich on oversight issues involving the
committees on Judiciary, Education
and the Workforce, House Administra-
tion, and Government Reform.

In 1998, she took the helm as policy
director for then-majority whip, the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. DELAY).
There, she made her mark on some of
the most impressive legislative accom-
plishments of the Congress. Kathryn’s
talents then took her to the Speaker’s
office, the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
HASTERT).

Obviously, she had a hard time keep-
ing a job at any one time, but she
oversaw his coalitions and outreach ef-
forts. In 2002, Kathryn became chief of
staff for the House Republican Con-
ference under the leadership of my
great friend, the gentlewoman from
Ohio (Ms. PRYCE). There she effectively
crafted our message and led us to new
levels of accomplishment and unity.

Kathryn now leaves the House for
Holland & Knight where she will con-
tinue to be what she has always been,
a bold woman who is not afraid to
speak her mind. At Holland & Knight,
she will follow in the tradition of her
and another great mind, the late Con-
gresswoman Tillie Fowler, my friend
from Florida.

And Kathryn’s long and impressive
career is an example of what we can all
achieve if we stick to our principles
and never quit until the fight is over.
Kathryn has learned much during her
tenure, but she has taught others much
more.

It is not surprising that Kathryn has
so many friends. Through her sheer
force of character and great person-
ality, Kathryn has forged friendships
with Republican and Democrat Mem-
bers and staff alike. The gentleman
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from Michigan (Mr. DINGELL) for exam-
ple, the dean of the House, is one such
friend; and I know that the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. DINGELL) shares in
my best wishes for Kathryn’s future
successes.

Kathryn deserves the thanks of so
many Members on an individual level,
but also deserves the thanks of the
House of Representatives as a body.

Few have done more to protect its in-
tegrity and its efficacy, as Kathryn
Lehman; and I know that she will be
missed. She is more than just a staffer,
she is more than just the Chair of so
many important positions, she is more
specially important, my friend, mi
amiga, and always will be.

Mr. HASTERT. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
offer my best wishes and a fond farewell to
Kathryn Lehman who is leaving Capitol Hill
after 15 years of service. Kathryn has been
like few others: effective, universally admired,
and respected. And she has always offered
blunt advice.

During her Hill career, Kathryn has served
two Judiciary Committee Chairmen, one Ma-
jority Whip, one Conference Chairman, and
two Speakers of the House—including myself.

Kathryn cut her teeth on the House Judici-
ary Committee working for then-Ranking Mem-
ber SENSENBRENNER on the Civil and Constitu-
tional Rights Subcommittee and, following
that, then-Ranking Member HYDE. Those
tough days in the minority prepared Kathryn
for the responsibility of her role as Chief
Counsel following the Republican victory in
1994. She went on to serve as Special Assist-
ant to Speaker Newt Gingrich, Policy Director
for then-Majority Whip Tom DELAY, my Direc-
tor of Coalitions and Outreach, and finally
Chief of Staff for the House Republican Con-
ference.

Kathryn has not only been in the room when
some of the most important decisions of this
House were made, but she also helped to
make them. From habeas corpus reform to tax
reform, Kathryn has touched it all. She has im-
pacted more legislation during her career than
she’d probably care to admit, and each time
she acted with strength and conviction.

Many staffers have a laundry list of legisla-
tive achievements and career highlights, but
Kathryn is more than the sum of her accom-
plishments. Her tenure is marked just as sure-
ly by the friendships she has made—on both
sides of the aisle—than by the laws she
helped to craft or the bills she ushered
through to passage.

But perhaps Kathryn’s most astonishing—
and admirable—characteristic is her unwaver-
ing idealism. Throughout her time on Capitol
Hill, she has never lost her way and has been
guided by her beliefs and values. In good
times and bad, Kathryn always spoke her
mind and kept us all on the right track. | will
miss her loyalty, her ability to make you laugh,
and her sound judgment.

| wish Kathryn the very best and know that
she will continue to be a standard bearer for
what is right in Washington.

——
GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, 1

ask unanimous consent that our col-

leagues have 5 legislative days in which
to revise and extend their remarks on
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the subject of Kathryn Lehman’s de-
parture and tenure in the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Florida?

There was no objection.

———
REFLECTING ON THE 2-YEAR AN-
NIVERSARY OF THE PRESI-
DENT’S “MISSION ACCOM-

PLISHED” SPEECH

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. EMANUEL) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, last
Sunday, May 1, marked the 2-year an-
niversary of President Bush’s speech
abroad the USS Lincoln, the ‘‘mission
accomplished’ speech.

So what have we accomplished in the
last 2 years? Saddam Hussein’s regime
has fallen. Yet today we find ourselves
mired in an endless occupation.

This past January witnessed a suc-
cessful election, yet progress on devel-
oping a functioning government has
been slow at best. The terror and the
insurgency remain as strong as ever
and seems to be growing at certain
points. Explosions killed more than 100
people last week alone.

The economy is stalled, the civil so-
ciety is unable to come together, and
millions of Iraqis remain without reg-
ular electrical services and basic serv-
ices from their government. The brave
men and women of the United States
Armed Forces continue to fight a very
vigorous fight, but the battle has taken
its toll. We have lost 1,600 fellow citi-
zens in the last 2 years, 2% years, and
more than 12,000 have been wounded.

The strain has been so great that re-
cruiters cannot meet their enlistment
goals. Through the first 5 months of
fiscal year 2005, the Army is short of
their recruitment goal by 15 percent.
The Pentagon now says that they are
stretched so thin it would be difficult
for the military to meet other obliga-
tions should they need to do so.

Mr. Speaker, Operation Iraqi Free-
dom was a war of choice. And as Presi-
dent Kennedy once said, to govern is to
choose. One can only hope that the war
in Iraq was the right choice. This week
we will appropriate an additional $81
billion, bringing the total cost of the
war in dollar sense, to $300 billion: $300
billion, 1,600 American lives, 12,000 citi-
zens wounded.

And yet the insurgency continues
and the war goes on. The $300 billion
we have added to the structural deficit
is on top of a $2 trillion new debt cre-
ated since President Bush originally
took office in 2001.

And what have we done while we
have added $300 billion to Iraq? Every
President when they have taken the
battle and taken the war, has thought
about how to build America post that
war.

President Lincoln finished the trans-
continental railroad, the land grant
colleges. Roosevelt not only had the
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Great Depression that he dealt with for
the Great Society, and rather the New
Deal. He also thought after the war of
a GI bill.

Universal health care with Harry S
Truman. Eisenhower talked of the
interstate highway. President Kennedy
in the middle of his days of Vietnam
thought of putting a man on the Moon.
What do we think about at the end of
the Iraq war, as we think maybe we
will see a point on the horizon? We cut
Medicaid by $10 billion. We eliminate
vocational training. We eliminate the
COPS program that puts 100,000 cops on
the American streets.

Every President and every Congress
thought about America after the war,
thought about what it could do, how do
we build that future; not only what we
did overseas, but what are we going to
do for Americans here at home. We, un-
like our predecessors, do not think of a
vision in the future. We have thought
about how to limit America’s horizon
and not think forward.

This President made an attempt once
to talk about putting a space ship on
Mars, but we cancelled that. We have
cancelled our review of the stem cells.
We are not investing in America’s fu-
ture like we are investing in Iraq’s fu-
ture.

$300 billion in Iraq. Sixteen hundred
American lives. Twelve thousand
wounded. $10 billion cut from our
health care programs. Vocational
training programs eliminated. Is this
the tradition when Roosevelt thought
of the GI bill after World War II, Presi-
dent Kennedy in the early days of Viet-
nam thought of a man on the Moon?
Lincoln, in the days of the Civil War
thought of reconstruction, the land
grant colleges, and the transatlantic
railroad system.

This is not in the tradition of Amer-
ica to think less of our future than the
one we are building overseas. We can
do better than we are thinking of
today. And all of the while that we are
not investing in America and we are in-
vesting in Iraq, and we have put our-
selves in line in Iraq, and everything of
America is on the line there, North
Korea has crossed the red zone, and
now has the ability of nuclear capa-
bility.

A senior military strategist testified
in the Senate last week that North
Korea can mount a nuclear weapon on
their missiles. While we have been
bogged down in Iraq, Iran is developing
their capability. The fact is, if there is
one area where the United States
should be acting unilaterally, it is
North Korea; the one place we should
be acting in coalition is Iraq. We got it
mixed up.

But it is high time we invest in
America and stop thinking less about
our future and stop putting our dollars
like we have in Iraq, start putting
them here in America and follow the
tradition that Presidents Lincoln and
Kennedy and Johnson and Roosevelt
did by thinking about the future for
America.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PRICE of Georgia). Under a previous
order of the House, the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. MCHENRY) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. MCHENRY addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

————

EXCHANGE OF SPECIAL ORDER
TIME

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to claim the time
of the gentleman from North Carolina
(Mr. MCHENRY).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Nebraska?

There was no objection.

——————

DANGERS OF
METHAMPHETAMINES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Nebraska (Mr. OSBORNE) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to spend some time this evening
talking about something that I think
should concern all of us on both sides
of the aisle here, something that some-
times flies under the radar screen in
our country, and that is the epidemic
of methamphetamine abuse.

Methamphetamines first came into
prominence during World War II. It was
often given to kamikaze pilots, Japa-
nese military, before they took off,
never to return. Some of the German
military units going on almost certain
deaths missions also used it.

It is the most highly addictive drug
that has been discovered. It often
causes addiction after one usage; and
hardly any other drug that is known to
man will do that to you. It releases
huge amounts of dopamine, thousands
of times the amount of dopamine that
a normal pleasurable experience that is
not drug-induced might cause a person
to experience. It creates euphoria that
last between 6 and 8 hours, and an in-
creased sense of well-being and con-
fidence.

Increased energy, many times soccer
moms, people who are working two
jobs will fall prey to methamphet-
amine abuse. And of course, it also pro-
vides the ability to remain awake for
long periods of time, sometimes as
much as 6 or 7 days so truck drivers,
people in those types of professions, of-
tentimes begin to use it.

It often results in weight loss and it
is relatively inexpensive. So there are
many attractive elements to it. But
the long term effects are disastrous.
Whatever comes up must come down,
and you come down really hard off of
methamphetamine. It produces anx-
iety, depression, hallucinations, many
times psychoses. Violent behavior is
often a side effect.

It usually rots teeth very rapidly.
Crank bugs, the feeling that bugs are
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crawling on your skin and, therefore,
people try to pick them out so there
are usually huge skin lesions on the
arms and legs of those addicted to
methamphetamines. Early death and
stroke.

It always causes brain damage. Every
time you use methamphetamines it de-
stroys brain tissue. It is not long be-
fore a person who maybe is a young
person who has been on meth for 6
months or a year will have a brain scan
almost identical to a 70- or 80-year old
Alzheimer’s patient because of the
brain lesions in the brain.

It is very common in rural areas. It
is often manufactured in the country
side because of the odor and toxic
chemicals that are used. It is made
from pseudophedrine, a common cold
medicine which all of us have had some
experience with. But there are some
other additives that are a little less in-
nocuous, lithium batteries, drain
cleaner, starter fluid, anhydrous am-
monia, and iodine so it is a tremen-
dously toxic mix.

It costs roughly 5 to $6,000 to clean
up a meth lab. Some areas in middle
America have had as many as 1,500 to
2,000 meth labs a year being cleaned up,
so it is a huge expense and it is a real
blight on the countryside.

The average meth addiction and ad-
dict in my State, Nebraska, will com-
mit roughly 60 crimes a year to support
their habit. So if you have a small
community with 10 meth addicts, you
have got 600 crimes being committed.
It has changed the whole tenor of small
towns in many areas because of this in-
creased crime.

Many counties in these areas spend
70 to 80 percent of their law enforce-
ment dollars and their manpower on
meth prevention and meth treatment.
The majority of jail and prison cells
are occupied by those who are addicted
by meth. And most of the child abuse
in these areas, most of the child ne-
glect and most of the deaths that chil-
dren experience are as a result of par-
ents and others who are addicted to
methamphetamine.

So the question is what can Congress
do?

First of all, the Byrne grants that we
are somewhat familiar with are what
fund the meth lab clean-ups. And the
Byrne grants absolutely have to be
funded so this is critical. Also the
COPS program is critical to the inter-
diction and the disruption of meth traf-
fic.

The gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
BLUNT), and also the gentleman from
Indiana (Mr. SOUDER), have introduced
legislation that regulates the sale of
pseudophedrine that is necessary to
manufacture methamphetamine, and
provide funds for meth lab cleanup, law
enforcement and child protection.

So I hope that my colleagues both
sides of the aisle will join in this fight.
This is a real blight on our country and
is creating a devastation throughout
our country, but particularly in the
rural area.
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GUT PUNCH TO THE MIDDLE
CLASS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I want-
ed to talk tonight for 5 minutes about
the President’s latest proposal on So-
cial Security, which I refer to as means
testing.

I have to say that from the very be-
ginning, when I heard the President’s
privatization plan and the other state-
ments he has been making about Social
Security, I have very much opposed to
what he has put forth, but this latest
effort at means testing I think is, in
many ways, the worst of all, the worst
of his proposals.

I just want to review some of the
concerns that I have about his privat-
ization plan, about his means testing
in a few minutes here tonight. First of
all, from the very beginning, I think,
the President gave essentially misin-
formation because he Kkept talking
about how Social Security was essen-
tially going insolvent and yet we know
that it is very solid, if you will, for the
next 30 or 40 years. In fact, we have
heard different figures from maybe 2030
or 2035, may be the date when we would
begin to see less money available for
Social Security. But until that time,
the Social Security trust fund is very
solvent and benefits would continue to
be paid on a guaranteed basis the way
they have for the last 60 or 70 years.

So from the very beginning, he
talked about Social Security in an in-
accurate way because he talked about
insolvency that does not exist for at
least another generation or two. Worst
of all, he never indicated that any pro-
posal he had put forth would effec-
tively deal with the eventual insol-
vency of Social Security.

In other words, Democrats histori-
cally back in the early 1980s, for exam-
ple, when there was a threat of insol-
vency or that money would not be
there in the trust fund, basically sat
down with Republicans on a bipartisan
basis, back in the days when Speaker
O’Neill was the Speaker of the House, a
Democrat, and President Reagan, a Re-
publican, was President. And they put
forward a commission and they came
up with a way of dealing the payroll
tax, essentially, so that money would
be available to keep Social Security
solvent and so that benefits would con-
tinue to be guaranteed.

But what the President proposed
from the beginning was a very risky
privatization plan that essentially
would not do anything to help with the
potential insolvency. In fact, it would
make the situation even worse because
we knew that he would be taking
money out of the trust fund with his
privatization plan and putting money
in private accounts. And the con-
sequence of that would be that there
would be less money in the trust fund
and the solvency problem would be ag-
gravated all the more.
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At the same time, the people who put
their money in these privates accounts,
if they made a bad investment, ran the
risk of gambling with their Social Se-
curity money and not having any
money when the time came for them to
retire.

The bottom line is we could have
gone back, if you adopted this, to the
days before Social Security when peo-
ple were on the street or were in an old
age home because they did not have
any retirement security. That is what
Democrats are afraid of with the Presi-
dent’s risky privatization plan.

It gambles with your Social Security.
It may essentially leave you broke
with nothing, and even beyond that be-
cause you are taking money out of the
trust fund, the solvency problem is ag-
gravated and the potential looms for
severe benefits because if you take the
money out and you do not replace it
with anything, the only thing you can
do ultimately is cut benefits.

Now, what we hear from the Presi-
dent, he was on the road for about 60
days talking about that. At the end of
the 60 days period he realized, as did
his Republican colleagues, that this
was not working. People did not want
to hear it. They did not like his risky
privatization plan.

So what does he come up with last
week in this proposal that he made on
nationwide TV? He talks about means
testing. What that essentially means is
that people, as their income gets high-
er, would get less and less Social Secu-
rity benefits. And he made it sound,
once again, like this was a great thing
because poor people would still get
their money and rich people did not
need it. But what he fails to point out
is reality is who is really being tar-
geted here is the middle class.

It is the middle class person who will
have their benefits cut and it is the
middle class person who relies the most
on that Social Security, much more so
than the wealthy person.

I want to point out, I saw an editorial
yesterday, Mr. Speaker, by Paul
Krugman in The New York Times, and
he vividly points this out. He talks
about the Center on Budget and Policy
Priorities and a Jason Furman, who he
asked about what the President had in
mind.

What he said is that the average
worker now pays about $37,000 and re-
tiring in 2075 would face a cut equal to
10 percent preretirement income.
Workers earning 60 percent more than
average, the equivalent of $568,000 today
would see benefit cuts equal to almost
13 percent of their income before re-
tirement.

But above that level, the cuts would
become less and less significant. Work-
ers earning three times the average
wage would face cuts equal to only 9
percent of their income before retire-
ment. Someone earning the equivalent
of $1 million today would see benefit
cuts equal to only 1 percent of pre-
retirement income. So in short, this
would be a gut punch to the middle
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class. It is the middle class that would
suffer and is targeted in the President’s
proposal.

It is a terrible proposal. It is no bet-
ter than the previous one.

HONORING CRAIG WASHINGTON

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
honor a man who spoke on this floor
and wandered these historic hallowed
hallways over a decade ago.

Craig Washington, a former Demo-
cratic Congressman from Texas, made
a name for himself in this place of
Washington and in the Lone Star State
of Texas.

At home in the great State of Texas,
he is best known for his courtroom
mesmerizing oratory, his remarkable
victories as a criminal defense lawyer
and his persistent passion for helping
out the little guy.

Eleven years ago, he left Congress
and headed back to Texas. Now Wash-
ington is back in the spotlight again
defending one of Texas’ high profile cli-
ents and doing what he does best, argu-
ing for constitutional rights, helping
the downtrodden. Those are the people
who need him the most.

He is gracing the front pages of the
Houston Chronicle yet again, but if you
ask his daughter, Chival, she claims
that her dad is just a regular guy and
that is one of the reasons she admires
him so much.

Craig Washington was born in deep
east Texas, a town called Longview. He
grew up in Houston and after high
school he enrolled in Prairie View A&M
University at the age of 16 with the
hopes of becoming a dentist. Eight
years later he finally graduated with a
grade point average too low to com-
plete his plans of dentistry. He was tre-
mendously intelligent but could not be
bothered with attending classes.

In 1966 Craig Washington was intro-
duced to the Dean of the Texas South-
ern University Law School. Wash-
ington had charisma and determina-
tion even at a young age, and he man-
aged to talk the dean into accepting
him into the law school program and
then transferring to dentistry. But in-
stead he was hooked on the law and
looked on it for the rest of his life.

Four years later, he would graduate
with honors and become the assistant
dean and assistant professor of law at
his alma mater.

Then in 1970, he left the university to
enter private law practice, and in 1972,
he was elected to the Texas State Leg-
islature. In 1982, he was elected to the
Texas States Senate. It was there he
made a name for himself as the second
African American to serve in the Texas
State Senate since reconstruction. It
seems, Mr. Speaker, the war between
the States died real hard in Texas.

In 1989, his good friend, Congressman
Mickey Leland, was killed in a tragic
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plane crash representing this body in
Ethiopia. Washington was determined
to continue the work that Leland
started and he ran for Leland’s seat
and was sworn in as Leland’s replace-
ment in Congress in 1990.

His years in Congress were spent on
national issues and advocating for
those who had no voice. Some in Texas
did not agree with the way he voted
and carried himself, but inside this
beltway he was seen as a star on the
rise. He was a maverick. He wooed his
colleagues on many issues and upset
more than one organization when he
voted against big issues like NAFTA
and even NASA.

One particular evening on this House
floor he argued against amending our
Constitution to protect the flag. He
said, ‘I prefer a man who will burn the
flag and then wrap himself in the Con-
stitution to a man who will burn the
Constitution and then wrap himself in
the flag.”

That is typical Craig Washington. Al-
though Craig Washington and I dis-
agree on many political issues, I ad-
mire him because he never made a de-
cision based on politics.

Eleven years ago, Washington left
this Congress to return to his roots,
Texas.

O 2030

He has a home in Bastrop, Texas, a
small German town near Austin, and
today Washington devotes most of his
time to fighting for those who have no
advocate in our courts.

When I was a prosecutor, we tried
cases against each other, and I found
his word and handshake were his bond,
as it is today. When I became a judge,
I had the opportunity to see him rep-
resent people in the most serious of ac-
cusations. In court, he spoke with the
oratory of Daniel Webster and often
uses his words with such power, he
could put the jury in a hypnotic
trance.

Like Spartacus of the ancients, Mr.
Washington goes into the pit of the
courtroom arena armed with the sword
of righteous indignation, the shield of
the Constitution, and the breastplate
of impeccable honor to fight for those
broken of spirit. When Craig Wash-
ington does his final summation, I am
convinced the angels from above get a
seat in the rafters of the courtroom
just to listen to his voice, a voice from
heaven advocating persistently and
passionately for the poor and per-
secuted.

Craig Washington may be quiet, but
he is a hell fire and brimstone lawyer
from East Texas that argues a case
with such intelligence, intensity, and
logic that juries are forever mesmer-
ized. He has the courtroom demeanor
and dignity the law deserves and a hal-
lowed respect for the Constitution that
is waning today among many lawyers
and even some Supreme Court Justices
who see the Constitution as an incon-
venience to result-oriented agendas.

Politically, Craig Washington, I
think, is a populist and an honorable
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gentleman from the Old South from an
era when honor was important. He
serves his clients with distinction and
compassion and tremendous energy. He
is a tremendous criminal defense law-
yer as well as a right-thinking Amer-
ican, and I stand today on this floor
where he stood 11 years ago to salute
Mr. Washington. I am proud to call him
my friend; and if I ever leave Congress,
I hope to return to the courtroom to
join him in trial, to do battle together
against the forces of evil, tyranny, and
injustice.
———

COVER THE UNINSURED WEEK

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
REICHERT). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. SoOLIS) is recognized for 5
minutes.

Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Speaker, this week
marks Cover the Uninsured Week, run-
ning from Sunday May 1 through Sun-
day May 8. I rise today in support of
the goals of Cover the Uninsured Week.

Cover the Uninsured Week will mobi-
lize thousands of business owners,
union members, educators, students,
patients, hospital staff, physicians,
nurses, faith leaders, and many others
to call attention to the health care cri-
sis in our country.

In hundreds of our communities
across the country, events will high-
light the fact that too many Americans
are living without health care cov-
erage.

Today, 45 million Americans live
without health care coverage, includ-
ing 8 million children.

As a Californian, I am troubled to
learn that California leads the Nation
in the number of uninsured people,
with 6.5 million people who do not have
any form of health care insurance.
That is about 18 percent of our popu-
lation; and additionally, one out of
every 5 of our uninsured population in
California is a child under the age of 18
years.

Uninsured numbers are even worse
for the Latino community, which is
disproportionately affected by the lack
of health care coverage. As a Latina, I
am saddened to see that Latinos have
the highest uninsured rate of any ra-
cial group; and here in this figure, I
would like to point out that back in
the year 2003, as my colleagues can see,
Hispanics represent 34.3 percent of
those individuals that are uninsured.
When we look at the different racial
and ethnic groups, Latinos are the
highest numbers that are uninsured.

The latest census figures indicate
that 13 million Latinos are uninsured.
That is more than one-third of our
total Latino population in the country.
This is despite the fact that Latinos
constitute the second largest ethnic
minority group in the country and
have the largest labor force representa-
tion. Latinos hold the majority of low-
wage jobs in the U.S., these positions
mostly do not offer health care bene-
fits.
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I want to make a special note of the
fact that nearly 80 percent of those
without health insurance are em-
ployed. Listen, they are employed, but
they have no health care coverage. So
we have to stop the myth that the un-
insured problem is only about people
that are unemployed.

In fact, this is a picture here depict-
ing a family in our district that shows
people who are working. They are
working, but unavailable to them is
health care insurance; and in a country
that prides itself on equality, it is evi-
dent that our health care system is
broken when people suffer from a lack
of access to health insurance and qual-
ity of care.

More disconcerting, Latino children,
the most vulnerable group in our soci-
ety, are 21 percent more likely to be
uninsured than non-Latino children. In
fact, almost one in three Latino chil-
dren receives health care through Med-
icaid or what we know as the State
Children’s Health Insurance Program,
the S-CHIP program. While plenty of
Americans live without health insur-
ance, programs like Medicaid and the
S-CHIP program are often the only
means of providing families like this
with health care coverage.

Medicaid is vital for many Latinos,
with 9 million Latinos receiving health
care through Medicaid alone. Unfortu-
nately, it is sad to say that President
Bush’s fiscal year 2006 budget proposal
would cut funding for Medicaid by $45
billion, a drastic cut in funding that is
a valuable service for health insurance
for those who cannot afford it.

We should not play with the lives of
families like this and the future of our
children by denying them access to
critical health care services. Affordable
and accessible health care not only de-
creases the expenses due to last minute
emergency care; it allows for a
healthier workforce and improves the
overall quality of care for all.

Last week, I had the opportunity as
Chair of the Congressional Hispanic
Task Force on Health, and I was joined
by other Members of our Democratic
leadership, to highlight our commit-
ment to eliminate racial and ethnic
disparities in health care. Our health
care system is not meeting the needs of
all people. For racial and ethnic mi-
norities and even for Asian Pacific Is-
landers, for all of our communities, we
are sorely underserved by the services
that should be adequately provided to
all of us.

Democrats are committed to working
towards expanding health care insur-
ance coverage for all, and I am com-
mitted to addressing the health care
needs of all of our communities. The
uninsured problem affects every single
one of us. Whether it is expanding our
Federal safety net, programs like Med-
icaid, or working to eliminate racial
and ethnic health care disparities or
providing incentives for our small busi-
nesses to offer health care insurance, it
is time that we take action now.
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I urge my colleagues to make a Fed-
eral commitment to help provide cov-
erage for the 45 million Americans
across the country who deserve a guar-
anteed health insurance system be-
cause one in three Americans without
health insurance is one too many, and
these are the families that are out
there looking for leadership in the
House of Representatives.

———

PRESIDENTIAL VOTE FOR
RESIDENTS OF PUERTO RICO

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Puerto Rico (Mr.
FORTUNO) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. FORTUNO. Mr. Speaker, tomor-
row the United States Court of Appeals
for the First Circuit will hear the case
of Gregorio Igartua-de la Rosa, et al.,
vs. United States of America. This
landmark case deals with the right of
U.S. citizens who reside in Puerto Rico
to vote for the President and Vice
President of the United States.

The right to vote for those who gov-
ern us is a hallmark of the democratic
principles on which our Nation was
founded. Universal and equal suffrage
is not only a core value of this Nation’s
political system, but has been recog-
nized by the international community
as a fundamental civil right. Despite
this broad consensus in favor of the
right to vote, U.S. citizens who reside
in Puerto Rico have for 88 years been
denied the right to vote for the U.S.
Government officials who make and
administer the Federal laws to which
they are subject.

Take special heed of the fact that
this discriminatory and undemocratic
state of affairs does not just apply to
Puerto Ricans, who are U.S. citizens by
virtue of having been born in a U.S.
territory, but to any U.S. citizen who
becomes a resident of Puerto Rico.

To clearly illustrate this point, if
President George Herbert Bush, our
41st President, had chosen to retire in
Puerto Rico instead of Texas, he would
not have been able to vote for his son,
our current President, George W. Bush.
If any of my colleagues who are listen-
ing to me today and who are my col-
leagues in the 109th Congress elected to
move to Puerto Rico after they retire
from Congress, they would not be able
to vote for the President of the United
States.

This separate and less-than-equal
class of U.S. citizenship for residents of
Puerto Rico has placed the 4 million
U.S. citizens who are residents of Puer-
to Rico in an indefinite denial of equal
national citizenship, particularly at a
time of national sacrifice in the cause
of global democracy and freedom,
where Puerto Ricans have contributed
equally, many even making the ulti-
mate sacrifice.

It is not my intention to dictate
what the Court of Appeals for the First
Circuit will decide. As a lawyer, I have
always been respectful of the separa-
tion between the legislative and judi-
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cial branches of government, but I
trust that the court will do us justice.

I invite all of my fellow Members of
this 109th Congress to monitor the
court’s decision because, in so doing,
they will be exposed to the fact that
the central problem facing the citizens
of Puerto Rico is that they have been
denied their most basic rights of self-
determination, not by court decisions,
but by congressional inaction.

In 1899, the United States first en-
tered into a treaty which provided that
the civil rights and political status of
the residents of Puerto Rico shall be
determined by the Congress. A full cen-
tury has passed, but Congress still has
not implemented any political resolu-
tion procedure that will enable resi-
dents of Puerto Rico to determine their
form of self-government under a non-
colonial, non-territorial alternative.

As most of my colleagues know, I am
a firm believer in statehood for Puerto
Rico, but I fully respect the right of
my countrymen to freely choose the
status choice of their preference, be it
as a State of the Union, an independent
Republic, or as a Republic associated
with the United States.

The important element has to be
that all viable alternatives be non-co-
lonial and non-territorial in nature.
Until this process of free self-deter-
mination is completed, Congress will
not have fully discharged its responsi-
bility.

HONORING CRAIG WASHINGTON

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. GENE GREEN)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I am going to rise tonight to
talk about a pressing problem of health
care, but before I do, I want to asso-
ciate my remarks with the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. POE), my colleague
and neighbor, on Craig Washington.

Congressman Washington replaced
Mickey Leland, if anybody could re-
place Mickey Leland, in this House;
and I served as a State house member
and State senator with Craig. I can
only say and echo what the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. POE) said, who I know
saw him across from his bench many
times, as he was both a brilliant lawyer
and statesman, but also one of the
most intelligent people I have known.

Again, I want to associate myself
with those remarks and thank the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) for doing
that for Craig.

COVER THE UNINSURED WEEK

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I rise tonight to talk about
one of the most pressing problems fac-
ing the health care system in our coun-
try, the growing number of uninsured.
Every year since 2000, an additional
million Americans have joined the
ranks of the uninsured.

The Robert Wood Johnson Founda-
tion recently reported that the number
of individuals without any health in-
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surance in our country rose to 45 mil-
lion this year. This is a problem that
we literally cannot afford not to ad-
dress.

In my hometown of Houston, we are
proud to have the world-famed, world-
class Texas Medical Center. Some of
the most innovative and life-saving re-
search and treatment developments are
being discovered in our own backyard.
The problem is that too many of our
neighbors cannot access these live-sav-
ing treatments because they lack
health insurance.

My State of Texas ranks number one
in uninsured adults, with 31 percent of
adult Texans living without health in-
surance. The statistics for the Houston
area are just as troubling with more
than 31 percent of our Harris County
residents living without health insur-
ance.

When a third of the State and coun-
ty’s population is without health insur-
ance, I think it is safe to say this prob-
lem has reached crisis proportions. The
increase in the number of uninsured is
due, in part, to the changing nature of
health care in our country.

Gone are the days when we could
count on our employers to provide
comprehensive health insurance for us
and our families. With health insur-
ance costs reaching $10,000 per year,
low-wage workers cannot fend for
themselves.

With full-time minimum-wage work-
ers bringing home roughly that much
each year, they cannot spend the bulk
of their earnings on health insurance,
and many small businesses are finding
that they simply cannot afford to pur-
chase health insurance for their em-
ployees.

As a sideline, not only small busi-
nesses, but some of our larger busi-
nesses, whether it be General Motors or
Shell 0Oil, talk about the disparities
and how much they pay in industri-
alized countries like Europe and Japan
for health insurance, and Canada, as
compared to how much more they pay
in our country.

It is no little surprise that today 80
percent of the uninsured in this coun-
try are gainfully employed. Unfortu-
nately, my State of Texas also ranks
number one in the percentage of unin-
sured working adults, with 27 percent
of working Texans currently without
health insurance.

0 2045

This is a problem for all Americans
as the uninsured often use emergency
rooms as their primary source of med-
ical care. In fact, a study of emergency
room use in Harris County found that
57 percent of the diagnoses made in
safety net hospital emergency rooms
could have been treated in a physi-
cian’s office or clinic. This increases
health care costs for all Americans.

The uninsured are less likely to seek
preventive health care and only get
care once their problems reach emer-
gency proportions. In fact, nearly 50
percent of uninsured adults have post-
poned seeking health care because they
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cannot afford it. Only 15 percent of
those individuals with health insurance
have postponed care for this reason.

It is no surprise that the uninsured
and underinsured are generally more
expensive to treat because they fall
through the cracks in our health care
system. Unfortunately, the policies
that this Congress has supported only
serve to widen those cracks.

Despite being faced with record lev-
els of uninsured individuals, this Con-
gress has put Medicaid cuts at the top
of the budget agenda. Medicaid is the
health insurer of last resort in this
country, and subjecting this critical
program to budget cuts will only serve
to further increase the number of
Americans without health insurance.

Where does Congress think these
folks will go once they are dropped
from the Medicaid rolls? The answer is
simple: They will join the ranks of the
uninsured, and in doing so, they will be
three times more likely to postpone
health care, three times more likely to
forego filling a prescription, and three
times as likely to be hounded by col-
lection agents for payments on medical
care they do seek out. This is not the
way to ensure that our citizens are
healthy, productive members of our so-
ciety.

The Federal Government needs to
renew its commitment to the most vul-
nerable members of our society. Faced
with record levels of uninsured, we
should be adding people to the Med-
icaid and SCHIP rolls, not dropping
them. We should expand the SCHIP
program to include parents of these
CHIP children. That policy option
alone would provide health insurance
to 67 percent of CHIP parents in Texas.

We should restore funding for the
HCAP program, which in my commu-
nity, has helped enroll an additional
250,000 individuals in Medicaid and
CHIP, while also directing the unin-
sured away from ERs and toward an ap-
propriate health care home. These are
programs that work.

What does not work is picking a
budget number out of thin air and forc-
ing Members to chop away at a pro-
gram until it fits that number. It is
shameful that Congress is balancing
the budget on the backs of low-income
families. If we are going to get this
country’s health care system out of the
ditch, we must stop digging that ditch.

————

HEALTH RISKS ASSOCIATED WITH
INHALED COMPOUNDED DRUGS
USED IN NEBULIZERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
REICHERT). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. SMITH) is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, today, Americans with asth-
ma, emphysema, and other respiratory
diseases are being exposed, without
their knowledge or consent, to serious
and unnecessary health risks associ-
ated with inhaled compounded drugs
used in their nebulizers.
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Mr. Speaker, to my left are FDA-ap-
proved generic and brand medications
proven to be safe, effective, and manu-
factured in a sterile manner. I would
ask Members to notice that critical in-
formation, such as lot number, expira-
tion date, manufacturer, drug name,
and dose are embossed on the plastic
vial.

These, Mr. Speaker, on this next
board, are not FDA-approved medica-
tions. They were compounded or mixed
in a pharmacy under conditions that
may or may not be sterile. They are
not clinically proven to be safe or ef-
fective. Notice there is no lot number,
no expiration date, no manufacturer or
sterility notice. Absence of this crit-
ical information in labeling and adver-
tisements to patients and prescribers
is, at best, misleading.

In addition, notice here the glue-af-
fixed paper labels. The FDA, Mr.
Speaker, does not approve of these
types of paper labels because they are
known to leach carcinogenic ink and
glue chemicals into the medication in
the vials the patient inhales into their
lungs.

Mr. Speaker, physicians write their
prescriptions for FDA-approved brand
names and generic medications. Pa-
tients think that what the doctor pre-
scribes is what they are going to re-
ceive. But through a sleight of hand,
some compounding pharmacists are
having the prescriptions switched to
these types of unapproved and
unproven drugs.

What happens is that the patient gets
a phone call or sees a TV ad or some-
thing on the Web saying that this
seemingly benign and reputable com-
pany will deliver their nebulizer drugs
right to their door if they just sign a
form. By signing, they essentially
agree to a substitution of the medica-
tion from what the doctor prescribed to
whatever substance the compounding
pharmacist is whipping up in his back
room or factory.

Oftentimes, the original prescribing
physician does not even know the sub-
stitution or switch has occurred. Pa-
tients and physicians do not know
until something goes tragically wrong,
and wrong in this case can be a wors-
ening symptom, or even death.

You might ask how this is happening,
Mr. Speaker. Well, a new industry has
emerged in recent years: Mass phar-
macy manufacturing under the guise of
traditional pharmacy compounding.
Relying on lax State standards and ar-
guing that Federal standards do not
apply, these companies manufacture
and distribute millions of doses of com-
pounded nebulizer medications each
year. Mass pharmacy manufacturing is
not to be confused with traditional
pharmacy compounding, a public
health service when a patient has a
medical condition for which no proven
commercially available medication ex-
ists.

Normally, the patient, prescriber and
compounding pharmacist discuss the
risks and benefits together and mon-
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itor the patient carefully throughout
the illness. In many cases, however,
this is not happening. Medical experts
agree that the risk of using these
unproven drugs, mass manufactured
outside the parameters of FDA regula-
tion, are unacceptable, especially when
FDA-approved medications are avail-
able.

These drugs, Mr. Speaker, are not
FDA-approved. They are not estab-
lished generic equivalents of FDA-ap-
proved brand name medications. They
are not proven to be safe or effective
and do not meet FDA standards for ste-
rility. The origin and quality of raw in-
gredients are not disclosed.

The absence of disclosure and drug
labeling in advertisements is indeed
misleading, and I am concerned. So are
patient and clinician organizations, led
by the Allergy and Asthma Network/
Mothers of Asthmatics. It is time for
Congress to get to the bottom of this
issue and find out why these products
are allowed to be sold with misleading
labeling and without FDA approval.
And, further, why in many cases Medi-
care and Medicaid are reimbursing for
these unproven and unapproved mass
manufactured products.

———
PROPOSED INDIAN GAMBLING CA-
SINO IN COLUMBIA RIVER

GORGE NATIONAL SCENIC AREA
IN OREGON

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. WU) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

Mr. WU. Mr. Speaker, tonight I rise
to express my deepest concern about a
proposed Indian gambling casino in the
Columbia River Gorge National Scenic
Area in Oregon.

On April 6, 2005, Oregon Governor,
Ted Kulongoski and the Confederated
Tribes of the Warm Springs signed a
Tribal-State compact. The compact
would allow a off-reservation Indian
gambling casino in the Columbia River
Gorge National Scenic Area. The Co-
lumbia River Gorge is the crown jewel
of Oregon’s many natural wonders, a
spectacular and unique sea-level cut
through the Cascade Mountain Range.
It is 80 miles long and up to 4,000 feet
deep. The Columbia River flows be-
tween the Gorge’s north walls in Wash-
ington State and its south walls in Or-
egon. It is a natural wonder and a Na-
tional Scenic Area.

The proposed 500,000 square foot gam-
bling casino would dramatically alter
the Columbia River Gorge and have a
significant negative effect on the envi-
ronment by increasing traffic, conges-
tion, and air pollution. Specifically,
the proposed casino would draw an es-
timated 3 million visitors per year for
non-Gorge related reasons, resulting in
perhaps a million additional vehicle
trips per year. This increased traffic
would exacerbate existing air pollution
problems in the Columbia River Gorge.
State and Federal agencies have al-
ready determined that air quality in
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the Columbia River Gorge is signifi-
cantly degraded and that visibility is
impaired 95 percent of the time in this
National Scenic Area.

Also, according to Federal sources,
this area suffers acid rain as severe as
what falls in industrial cities such as
Washington, D.C., Baltimore, Pitts-
burgh, and New York City. It is crucial
that this proposal be thoroughly vetted
to take into account the environ-
mental impact on the Columbia River
Gorge National Scenic Area, its habi-
tat, and the surrounding communities.
I note that there are six endangered or
threatened species in the Gorge, and
over 40 sensitive species in the Colum-
bia River Gorge.

Placing a casino in the Columbia
River Gorge has been presented as a
choice between Hood River and Cascade
Locks, two communities on the Oregon
side of the Columbia River Gorge. I em-
phatically reject this Hobson’s choice.
The Hood River casino site is a red her-
ring, neither physically buildable nor
legally available for tribal gambling
purposes. The argument that unless a
casino is permitted in Cascade Locks,
it would inevitably be built in Hood
River is a smoke screen used to hide
other appropriate non-Columbia River
Gorge sites.

Also, allowing this casino in the
heart of the Columbia River Gorge, on
land far removed from the Tribe’s ex-
isting reservation, would set a prece-
dent encouraging other Oregon tribes
to demand off-reservation casinos clos-
er to the lucrative Portland market.
Allowing for an off-reservation casino
in this situation also could set an ad-
verse precedent at the national level.

Until now, Oregon’s policy, set by
former Governor John Kitzhaber, has
been to limit each tribe to one casino
on reservation land held in trust. The
Kitzhaber policy has been stable over
the years and has prevented an arms
race to get closer to the lucrative Port-
land metro market. Breaking the
Kitzhaber policy would inevitably lead
to more off-reservation casinos
throughout Oregon and potentially
also in neighboring States. Indeed,
once this is allowed, there is no logical
stopping point. All tribes would have
their interests affected adversely both
by an arms race to the Portland metro
area and by a potential general public
backlash against all Indian gaming.

This is more than a mere compact to
govern gambling. The compact is a
blueprint for the development of a spe-
cific large-scale commercial casino
complex within one of Oregon’s most
scenic and ecologically sensitive areas.
This compact should be disapproved so
that we can protect the Columbia
River Gorge National Scenic Area,
limit off-reservation Indian casino pro-
liferation, protect the long-term inter-
ests of all federally recognized tribes in
Oregon, and act in the best interests of
the surrounding communities, ranging
from Hood River to Corbett to Port-
land to Beaverton.

The earliest Oregon pioneers, Indian
and white alike, came down the Colum-
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bia River Gorge to find an Eden of the
west. They traveled through the Gorge,
a marvel then and a marvel today, to
seek new hope. We betray their hopes
and dreams if we despoil the crown
jewel of Oregon’s natural heritage in
order to maximize short-term gam-
bling projects.

————

ON CAFTA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker,
Bloomberg News reported today, and I
read the quote, “CAFTA,” the expan-
sion of NAFTA to all of Latin America,
“will fail in Congress.”” And Peter
Morici, a University of Maryland pro-
fessor and former chief economist for
the International Trade Commission,
comments: “CAFTA is in trouble be-
cause of frustration with Bush admin-
istration inaction on the trade deficit
and the Chinese yuan,” which means
that we are not dealing with the dif-
ficulties of the exchange rate between
not just China and the United States
but several other nations.

One and a half years ago, a 7-member
Congressional delegation traveled to
Mexico to examine the modern tem-
plate for all of these trade agreements
that is called NAFTA, the North Amer-
ican, I like to call it ‘“failed” Trade
Agreement, and the impact it has had
on working families and farmers on
both sides of that border.

O 2100

The delegation included the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. COSTELLO),
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
GRIJALVA), the gentlewoman from Illi-
nois (Ms. SCHAKOWSKY), the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. SOLIS), the
gentleman from  Mississippi (Mr.
THOMPSON), the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. STRICKLAND), and myself. Our del-
egation produced a final report entitled
“NAFTA at Ten: Journey to Mexico.”
It is included on the Web site,
www.kaptur.house.gov.

Mr. Speaker, at the end of my Spe-
cial Order, I include for the RECORD a
summary of recommendations that our
delegation made to fix NAFTA. In that
vein, during our trip we met other par-
liamentarians, including the Honorable
Victor Suarez Carrera of Mexico, dur-
ing that journey. Representative Vic-
tor Suarez Carrera is currently serving
as a federal representative for the 16th
District of Mexico City in the Mexican
Chamber of Deputies, so he would be
our counterpart.

He made an eloquent speech saying, I
plead with you, Congress of the United
States, we the people of Mexico want
good trade, not just free trade. He ex-
pressed a deep desire to visit our coun-
try to tell the American people how
NAFTA was not just negatively im-
pacting the people of our country but
also the people of Mexico.

And so as this Congress considers an
expansion of NAFTA to Central Amer-
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ica, the CAFTA agreement, to Costa
Rica, El1 Salvador, Guatemala, Hon-
duras, and Nicaragua and the Domini-
can Republic, we are honored to wel-
come Deputy Suarez to the United
States. He will be arriving tomorrow
with his delegation of Mexican parlia-
mentarians. They will be here Wednes-
day and Thursday and participate in
extensive talks here in Congress on
U.S.-Canadian and Mexico Inter-
parliamentary cooperation on NAFTA
and CAFTA. They will also travel to
other places in the United States.

I want to put up a chart to show the
difficulty from the United States
standpoint. Every single year since
NAFTA was signed, rather than the job
creation we were promised, the United
States has exacted larger and larger
trade deficits with both Mexico and
Canada. Those numbers were supposed
to be exactly the reverse.

In Mexico, wages have been lowered.
And Mr. Suarez comes from an area
called Scala in Mexico, the south-
eastern region of Mexico, and we were
literally in these fields with him talk-
ing to the farmers who have been dis-
placed from their land in the nation of
Mexico. It was so tragic to hear their
stories. The American people need to
hear the stories from the people of
Mexico. It is not just our workers and
farmers that are being hurt; they are
being hurt as well.

Mr. Suarez is currently president of
the Committee for the Center for Stud-
ies of Sustainable Rural Development
and Food Sovereignty within the
Chamber of Deputies. It is important
to note he has been a leader and pro-
moter of a movement in Mexico called
The Countryside Cannot Take It Any
More. He is also active in international
peasant movements and in an inner-
American network called Agriculture
and Democracy.

The objectives of our trinational
meeting among parliamentarians are
to create an intercontinental space for
reflection, exchange of ideas and col-
laboration related to alternative forms
of economic integration and tri-
national development that helps people
better their lives rather than reduce
their livelihoods and looks ahead to
what happens next after NAFTA as we
stop CAFTA in its tracks.

Our effort is to foster dialogue and
exchange between legislators and civil
society organizations to further de-
velop ideas for alternatives to the cur-
rent framework surrounding the flawed
free-trade model and to find better
ways to achieve trinational develop-
ment.

Another goal is to identify some of
the more critical impacts of the 11
years of NAFTA, focusing on an anal-
ysis of both national level and sector-
specific effects. And finally, we seek
consensus among our parliaments on
possible future actions that could be
taken trinationally among legislators
and between organizations and civil so-
ciety to directly address some of the
critical impacts of NAFTA and look
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ahead to negotiation of a NAFTA-plus
agreement.

One of the border towns that we vis-
ited, and I put up this particular pic-
ture, was of women and men living in
these tiny shacks who have been dis-
placed from the countryside.

Mr. Speaker, we welcome Mr. Suarez
Carrera with his colleagues and look
forward to the launching of a conti-
nental effort to speak out on behalf of
farmers and working people of the
Americas.

NAFTA AT TEN: JOURNEY TO MEXICO
[From the Report of the U.S. Congressional
Delegation, Nov. 14, 2003]
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: NAFTA AND THE FUTURE
OF GLOBAL TRADE

The North American Free Trade Agree-
ment (NAFTA) is now ten years old. At its
heart, it embodies the new heroic struggle of
working men and women to gain a foothold
in the rough and tumble global economy
dominated by multinational corporate gi-
ants. Unfortunately, it pits local workers
and farmers against global investors. It pits
Neustro Maiz, a peasant tortilla co-op in
southern Mexico, against ADM, the US grain
trade giant. It pits Norma McFadden of San-
dusky, Ohio, who lost her middle class job
with benefits at Dixon Ticonderoga, against
Ana Luisa Cruz of Cuidad Juarez, who earns
$7 a day with no benefits. For NAFTA to be
credible as a model for future trade agree-
ments, it must be amended. People should be
more important than goods. A human face to
trade must be negotiated. Without it, the
global divide between poverty and wealth
will exacerbate. More popular unrest will re-
sult from unfair trade, and the social com-
pact so necessary for global cooperation will
be shattered.

NAFTA is important because it serves as
the major template for a new global eco-
nomic order integrating rich and poor na-
tions through trade and investment. Mexico,
Canada and the U.S. were to integrate their
economies and, as a result, be better posi-
tioned to compete globally. It was touted as
the neo-liberal model that would lift the eco-
nomic condition of all people. All ships, no
matter how small, were to be brought for-
ward. But NAFTA worked exactly in the re-
verse. Affected workers in all three nations
saw their wages and working conditions low-
ered. As capital moved across borders with
no social policies in place, NAFTA has trig-
gered an international race to the bottom as
even Mexico has lost 218,000 jobs to China, a
lower wage environment with a notorious
record of human rights abuses.

Capital and wealth have become more con-
centrated in all three nations. The middle
class in the U.S. is experiencing a growing
squeeze on benefits and job quality. In Mex-
ico, an endless supply of ‘‘starvation wage’’
workers was unleashed. Now the Bush Ad-
ministration is trying to spread the same
model to Central America using Central
American Free Trade Agreement (CAFTA),
and throughout the rest of the Western
Hemisphere with the Free Trade Area of the
Americas (FTAA). If these agreements are
passed, it is clear that only the same can be
expected, that is, expanding job washout,
underemployment, and trade deficits in the
U.S. without improved living standards in
the poor countries with whom it trades.

A reformed trade model among trading na-
tions is needed that yields rising standards
of living for workers and farmers. This must
be based on transparent and enforceable
rules of law concerning labor, environment
and business. Continental sustainable wage
and labor standards should be adopted. Trade
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accords must also incorporate industrial and
agricultural adjustment provisions, and cur-
rency alignment. An infrastructure invest-
ment plan should be negotiated as a core
provision of any trade agreement. Com-
plementary systems for education and safe,
reliable medical care for all citizens, includ-
ing the over 9 million immigrants traveling
as itinerant labor to the U.S. every year,
must be addressed as central concerns of in-
tegrated economies.
RECOMMENDATIONS

Policy reforms are essential to amend
NAFTA and other trade agreements that
have yielded such huge U.S. trade deficits,
job washout, and lowered standards of living.
A CONTINENTAL ASSESSMENT OF NAFTA SHOULD
BE LAUNCHED TO ADDRESS ITS SHORTCOMINGS

An intracontinental parliamentary Work-
ing Group on Trade and Working Life in
America, comprised of U.S., Mexican, and
Canadian members, should be established
with the goal of amending NAFTA to address
its shortcomings. Such a working group
should analyze the results of NAFTA and its
impact on workers, farmers, and commu-
nities. The Working Group should defIne a
sustainable wage standard for workers in
each country and a continental labor reg-
istration system along with enforceable
labor and environmental standards. It would
identify the massive continental labor dis-
placements that are occurring, often with no
social safety net in place. It would explore
options to deal with divergence in education
and health as well as currency fluctuations
and impact of trade on infrastructure, in-
vestment, and migration. It would har-
monize inequitable tax systems and augment
credit systems for the safe and non-usurious
continental transfer of remittances by mo-
bile workers. It would also propose funds in
the form of adjustment assistance to cushion
continental economic integration. The orga-
nization would include as a key component
an intracontinental Agricultural Working
Committee to address the hardships faced by
farmers and farm labor in all three coun-
tries.

TRADE AGREEMENTS SHOULD YIELD TRADE

BALANCES

If NAFTA were working in the interest of
the U.S., there would be a trade surplus with
Canada and Mexico, as the U.S. exported
more than it imported. Exactly the reverse
is true. In 2003 the NAFTA trade gap equaled
100 billion—$42 billion with Mexico and $85
billion with Canada. This represents a seri-
ous drag on U.S. gross domestic product and
a loss of wealth. Indeed the U.S.-NAFTA
trade balance with low-wage Mexico as well
as Canada has turned decidedly more nega-
tive, and worsened each year, contrary to
NAFTA’s stated aims. When a trade agree-
ment yields major and growing deficits for
more than three years, it ought to be renego-
tiated.

DEVELOP AN ALTERNATE TRADE BLOCK
PARADIGM

Trade agreements must be structured to
achieve rising standards of living for a broad
middle class not just the capital class. The
current NAFTA model fails to address the
root causes of market dysfunction and grow-
ing U.S. trade deficits i.e., the managed mar-
ket and regulated trade approaches being
employed by its European and Asian com-
petitors. With NAFTA, the U.S. chose a low
wage strategy to meet this real competition
from trading counterparts that were gaining
global edge. The U.S. must counter the man-
aged market and regulated trade approaches
of its major competitors.

HARMONIZE QUALITY OF LIFE UP, NOT DOWN

Rather than allowing transnational com-
panies to set the rules of engagement, demo-
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cratic nations first should forge inter-
national trade agreements with the world’s
developed democracies and then invite in de-
veloping nations to participate in this ’free
world” Global Trade Organization. Such an
effort holds the potential to transition these
nations upward to the same democratic,
legal, and environmental systems of the free
world. Instead, the trade relationships that
have been forged link the economic systems
of first world democratic nations to Third

World, undemocratic, non-transparent sys-

tems. Social concerns like education, envi-

ronment, infrastructure, labor conditions,
and health have been ignored. The downward

“race to the bottom’ push of NAFTA con-

tinues to be felt in the U.S. as well as Mexico

and Canada.

TRADE ACCORDS SHOULD PRODUCE LIVING WAGE
JOBS, LESS POVERTY AND AN IMPROVED ENVI-
RONMENT
If NAFTA were working, more good U.S.

jobs would be created, outnumbering job
losses. In Mexico, workers would experience
a rising standard of living. Exactly the oppo-
site is true. Conservative estimates indicate
the U.S. has lost 880,000 jobs due to NAFTA.
These jobs are largely in U.S. companies
that merely relocate to Mexico paying ‘‘hun-
ger wages.” Wages in Mexico have been cut
by a third. If NAFTA were working in the in-
terest of Mexicans, there would be a reduc-
tion in poverty, a growing middle class, and
environmental improvement. Instead there
is a rollback in wages, deplorable working
conditions, and growing economic concentra-
tion of wealth in a few hands, forcing huge
social dislocation.

As U.S. jobs are sucked into Mexico, not
only do more people vanish from the middle
class but also U.S. schools lose property
taxes. In a state like Ohio that has lost near-
ly 200,000 jobs to Mexico, the economic de-
cline is visible. Ohio’s income growth is de-
clining. In 1999, according to Ohio Depart-
ment of Development statistics, citizens in
Ohio lost $30.7 billion in total income com-
pared to the past year. The state itself lost
$15 billion. As a result, college tuition has
increased with average student under-
graduate debt rising to record levels of
$18,900. Nursing homes are understaffed with
low paid workers, and the ranks of uninsured
Ohioans has risen to 1.3 million. The State is
raising taxes on everything from sales, to
gas and to property to try to fill the gap of
a fleeing private sector. Quality of life is
sliding backwards. NAFTA-related environ-
mental enforcement remains largely non-
existent. If NAFTA were working, environ-
mental improvement in Mexico would be up-
grading; it is sliding backward.

TRANSITION U.S./CANADIAN DISPLACED WORKERS
TO COMPARABLE EMPLOYMENT AND MEXICO’S
WORKERS AND PEASANTS TO LAND HOLDING
AND LIVING WAGE STANDARD
NAFTA—displaced workers in the U.S.

largely have been abandoned in their efforts

to reposition to new employment. Unemploy-
ment benefits expire, training is inadequate,
and health benefits expire or are
unaffordable. Experienced workers rarely
find jobs with comparable payor benefits.
Mexico’s vast underclass, underpaid, and ex-
ploited, lacks a living wage, affordable ele-
mentary education, basic health care, and
systems to gain property ownership and af-
fordable credit even for basic purchases. In
order to move forward with any future trade
agreements, NAFTA must acknowledge its
human toll and respond accordingly. NAFTA
provisions have led to the displacement of
thousands of small business, industrial and

agricultural workers throughout the U.S.,

Mexico and Canada. Little provision has

been made to assist these workers, farmers,

and communities with any transitional ad-
justment assistance. In Mexico, this has
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caused masses of people to stream toward

the border and the maquiladora zones in

search for jobs.

The North American Development Bank,
which was established to help local commu-
nities build their human and physical infra-
structures, has been an abject failure. It
should promote economic investment in
those regions of Mexico and the United
States where jobs have been hollowed out
due to NAFTA, or infrastructure is needed.
Bank assets could be enhanced by financial
contributions that flow from trade-related
transactions.

CREATE NEW CONTINENTAL LAW ENFORCEMENT
BODY TO COMBAT GROWING CRIME ALONG U.S.-
MEXICO BORDER REGION RELATED TO BORDER
WORKERS, DRUGS, AND UNSOLVED MURDERS
OF HUNDREDS OF MEXICAN WOMEN
The United States Departments of Labor

and Homeland Security should be tasked not

only with stopping the trafficking of bonded
laborers but devising a continental labor
identification card. Along with mass migra-
tion, the border has seen an explosion in the
illicit drug trade. Law enforcement officers
on both sides of the border must battle
smuggling in narcotics and persons. A conti-
nental working group should be directed to
recommend a new solution for combating
crimes that result from the illegal drug and
bonded worker trade that spans the border.

NAFTA AT TEN (1993-2003)

Congress narrowly passed the North Amer-
ican Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) in No-
vember 1993, after an emotional and pro-
tracted political struggle that engaged the
entire nation. (Final Vote: 234-200—Repub-
lican: 132 ayes; 43 noes. Democrats: 102 ayes;
156 noes. Independent: 1 no)

Wall Street confronted Main Street. The
full weight of the legislative battle was best
reflected in House deliberations (http:/thom-
as.loc.gov). Never had a trade fight garnered
this type of attention from the general pub-
lic. Multinational corporations, many dis-
playing their products on the White House
lawn and using offices in the U.S. Capitol
itself, lobbied hard to change the laws and
relationships that govern wages and working
conditions for the majority of America’s
workers.

The workers and people of U.S., Canada,
and Mexico all would be affected in major
ways. Their livelihoods, communities, and
the standard of living on the continent were
at stake. Congress became the only venue in
which their concerns were given some voice.

The evaluation of America’s ten-year expe-
rience with this agreement is crucial. In 2004,
debates loom over expansion of NAFTA into
other poor and middle-income countries in
Latin America through the Central Amer-
ican Free Trade Agreement (CAFTA) and the
Free Trade Area of the Americas (FTAA).

Is the “NAFTA trade model” worthy of ex-
pansion? Or does it need to be fixed?

NAFTA was a precedent-setting economic
agreement. At the time of its passage ‘‘free
trade’” was relatively a new concept. It had
been employed in rare circumstances, only
recently in U.S. history, just since 1985, when
the U.S. signed a ‘‘Free Trade’” agreement
with Israel to eliminate all duties on trade
between the two countries over a six year pe-
riod. Certain non-tariff barriers remained for
agricultural products. But Israel was a small
country with a middle class population of six
million. Its integration with the U.S. market
of over 250 million consumers at the time
was accomplished with minimal disruption.
Unfortunately, NAFTA’s flawed, untested ar-
chitecture has served as the ‘‘model” for suc-
cessive trade agreements negotiated by the
U.S. with developing nations which have
huge impoverished populations, such as
China. As a result, the U.S. has amassed
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trade deficits with most nations in the world
and, a loss of U.S. jobs and growing stress on
middle class living standards.

The NAFTA ‘‘agreement’ should actually
have been negotiated as a ‘‘treaty’ due to its
wide-ranging impact—socially, economi-
cally, environmentally, and politically. Yet,
its authors cagily used the legislative vehi-
cle of an ‘‘agreement’ to stifle debate since
Congress cannot amend trade agreements. A
“treaty’ would have allowed much closer
scrutiny allowing time for amendment and
full debate. A treaty would have been a more
appropriate approach in view of the collat-
eral damage NAFTA has caused especially to
poor and working people across our con-
tinent. NAFTA is very imperfect legal basis
on which to forge the terms of engagement
for the people of the American continent.

REFORMING THE TRADING BLOCK PARADIGM

One of NAFTA’s central aims was to stim-
ulate a North American trading bloc that
could compete with anticipated competition
from a unified European Union. As well, Jap-
anese-Asian integration had been already
eating into global market share the U.S. had
dominated, particularly automotive produc-
tion. But rather than addressing root causes
of market dysfunction and growing U.S.
trade deficits—the managed market and reg-
ulated trade approaches being employed by
European and Asian competitors to gain
global edge—with NAFTA, the U.S. chose a
low wage strategy. This has had real con-
sequences.

Mexico’s workers have been dispossessed
by a global economic system that preys on
their weakness rather than securing for
them the rights and opportunities won by
first world workers over the last two cen-
turies. There has been no improvement in
economic conditions for the vast majority of
workers of Mexico since NAFTA. Moreover,
U.S. workers continue to lose middle class
jobs. A similar plight afflicts the European
Union as it struggles to integrate the corrup-
tion-ridden, emerging states of the former
Soviet Union. In Asia, Japan—the second
largest market in the world—remains a
closed and a formidable economic power-
house having surpassed the U.S. in 1985 as
the world’s premier auto producer. Its pro-
tected internal market and bold manipula-
tion of Chinese, Korean, and other Asian
labor-intensive operations has allowed it to
gain growing market strength. It secures its
internal production, exploits cheap labor
elsewhere, and exports those goods to first
world markets or invests in them.

NAFTA aimed at continental ‘‘free trade’’,
i.e., tariff elimination, between U.S., Mexico
and Canada. Yet by the early 1990’s, most
tariffs already had been reduced between the
three nations, with an effective overall tariff
rate of about two percent. Indeed, NAFTA
concerned something else. Its unstated aim
was to provide a government sanctioned in-
surance scheme for rising investments by
transnational corporations in low wage na-
tions starting with Mexico, which was close
to the U.S. market, and where subsistence
labor was plentiful. NAFTA accelerated the
shipping out of U.S. jobs. For unlike tiny
Israel, the populations of Mexico and Canada
totaled over 125 million persons: Mexico’s
largely poor population equals over 100 mil-
lion and its workers fearful about organizing
trade unions to gain living wages. The low
wage pull was irresistible.

By the early 1990’s, the U.S. was already
falling behind Europe and Asia as its global
trade deficit in goods rose with each passing
year. With NAFTA’s passage, the export of
U.S. jobs to Mexico exploded. Mexico started
to import vast quantities of Chinese prod-
ucts that then backdoored their way into the
U.S. The U.S. job market began to shift mil-
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lions of jobs to third world environments as
reflected in rising global trade deficits.
Outsourcing of production and services, even
of American icon products like Amana,
Brach’s, Hoover, and the PT Cruiser, became
commonplace and accelerated.

————

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
REICHERT). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. WOOLSEY) is recognized for
5 minutes.

(Ms. WOOLSEY addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

——
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. JONES of North Carolina ad-
dressed the House. His remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

————

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. FLAKE addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)

————

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

————

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. LEE) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. LEE addressed the House. Her
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. GUTIERREZ) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. GUTIERREZ addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas ad-
dressed the House. Her remarks will
appear hereafter in the Extensions of
Remarks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. MEEK) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. MEEK of Florida addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. BARROW) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. BARROW addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

—————

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs. MCCAR-
THY) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mrs. MCCARTHY addressed the
House. Her remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

ASIAN PACIFIC AMERICAN
HERITAGE MONTH

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2005, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. HONDA) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HONDA. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have b5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on the subject of my Special Order
today.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.

Mr. HONDA. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize the Asian American
and Pacific Islander community and to
commemorate Asian Pacific American
Heritage Month.

As Chair of the Congressional Asian
Pacific American Caucus, CAPAC, I
feel privileged to be here tonight to
speak of the history and accomplish-
ments of the Asian American and Pa-
cific Islander, AAPI, community.

Additionally, I will be highlighting
those issues affecting our community
that are also priorities for CAPAC.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to take a
moment to acknowledge and remember
extraordinary community activists, ad-
vocates, leaders, and long-time friends
of the AAPI community that we have
lost this year, such as Fred Korematsu,
Dr. John B. Tsu, K. Patrick Okura, Iris
Chang, and my colleague and friend,
Congressman Bob Matsui.

Thanks to the late Representative
Frank Horton from New York and my
good friend, Secretary Norman Mineta,
along with Senators DANIEL INOUYE
and Spark Matsunaga, May is des-
ignated as Asian Pacific American Her-
itage Month to celebrate and honor the
contributions of the Asian and Pacific
Islander community.

The first 10 days of May coincide
with two important anniversaries: the
arrival of the first Japanese immi-
grants on May 7, 1843, to the United
States; and the completion of the
transcontinental railroad on May 10,
1869.

In 1992, Congress passed the law that
officially designated May of each year
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as Asian Pacific American Heritage
Month.

The first AAPI settlement in this
country dates to 1763, when Filipinos
escaped imprisonment aboard Spanish
galleons and established a community
near New Orleans. Today, that AAPI
community is one of the fastest grow-
ing populations in the country, with
over 12 million AAPIs living in the U.S.
and representing 4.5 percent of the
total U.S. population.

My home State of California has both
the largest AAPI population, 4.6 mil-
lion folks, and the largest numerical
increase of AAPIs since April of 2000.

Mr. Speaker, this year’s theme for
Asian Pacific American Heritage
Month is ‘“Liberty and Freedom For
All.”

As we honor the AAPI community’s
contributions to this great Nation, I
would also like to note the very social
injustices the AAPI community still
face. For example, the New York Times
today reported a recent study commis-
sioned by the National Asian Pacific
American Legal Consortium, a Wash-
ington-based civil rights organization.

The study showed that AAPIs por-
tray only 2.7 percent of the regular
characters on prime time national net-
work television. Our community is still
misrepresented in all areas of society,
especially in the media and on prime
time television even though we make
up b percent of the total population.

Although we are often misperceived
as monolithic, our community is ex-
tremely diverse in our languages,
ethnicities, and culture. Aggregating
such a large and diverse group makes it
difficult to understand the unique
problems faced by the individual
ethnicities and subgroups such as the
Southeast Asian Americans who are
refugees who fled their home countries
during the late 1970s and the early
1980s.

As a country, we need to better ad-
just the needs of the AAPI community
when we discuss immigration, health,
and education issues.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from Guam (Ms. BORDALLO).

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, as the
congressional representative from
Guam, it is my honor to join my col-
leagues in commemorating Asian Pa-
cific American Heritage Month. I want
to thank our chairman, the gentleman
from California (Mr. HONDA), the chair-
man of the Congressional Asian Pacific
American Caucus, for his outstanding
leadership and for organizing this Spe-
cial Order to recognize the contribu-
tions of Asians and Pacific Islander
Americans to our Nation.

Today as we celebrate ‘‘Liberty and
Freedom For All,”” and as thousands of
American servicemen and -women con-
tinue to fight the global war on ter-
rorism in Iraq and Afghanistan, we are
reminded of the sacrifices made to en-
sure our freedom. We reflect on the
thousands of Asian and Pacific Island-
ers who are serving this country with
honor and distinction in very dan-
gerous circumstances.
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Mr. Speaker, I especially want to
honor those who have given their lives
to protect our freedom, including
Guam’s Army Specialist Christopher
Wesley, Lieutenant Michael Vega, Ser-
geant HEddie Chan, Corporal Jaygee
Meluat, and Specialist Jonathan
Santoes, all servicemen from Guam
who were killed in Iraq.

I mention these heroes as a reminder
that Americans in the territories stand
shoulder to shoulder with their citizens
when our Nation calls, and that we
willing share the burdens and the sac-
rifices to preserve our freedom.

We remember prominent Asian and
Pacific Islander Americans who dedi-
cated their lives to public service,
doing their part to promote justice, not
just for Asian and Pacific Islander
Americans, but for all Americans. To-
night I would like to make special
mention of two of our colleagues, the
late Congressman Robert Matsui of
California who was a staunch advocate
for the cause of the disadvantaged, the
elderly, and young Americans; and the
late Congresswoman Patsy Mink of Ha-
waii, who was a champion of women’s
rights and for the poor. Each has left a
legacy that lives on in those whose
lives they have touched and improved.

Asian Pacific American Heritage
Month is an opportunity to educate our
fellow citizens about the history and
culture of Asian Pacific Island Ameri-
cans. Their contribution to America is
not just the diverse cultures that they
have introduced to this land; it is also
their stories of incredible journeys to
freedom.

Historically, Asians and Pacific Is-
landers have known war and strife.
They have survived and thrived to the
benefit of America. They have a power-
ful story to tell, and they have a love
for this Nation that many of us today
take for granted.

This year, the people of Guam will
commemorate the 6lst anniversary of
our islands’s liberation by the United
States Armed Forces during World War
II. As the only American territory with
a civilian population occupied by the
enemy during World War II, Guama-
nians risked their lives due to their
loyalty to America, and endured great
hardship and brutality. During this
dark period in Guam’s history, our peo-
ple experienced beheadings, executions,
massacres, beatings, torture, rape,
forced labor, forced marches, and in-
ternment in concentration camps. I
want to recognize the survivors of the
occupation of Guam for their courage,
their sacrifice and steadfast loyalty to
our great Nation.

Mr. Speaker, 2 years ago, a Federal
commission was tasked by Congress to
examine whether the people of Guam
received equal treatment in the han-
dling of war claims as compared to
their fellow citizens.
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The Guam War Claims Review Com-
mission reported in June 2004 that
there was indeed a lack of parity and
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that Congress should enact legislation
to remedy this injustice. The report
stated, ‘“The Review Commission af-
firms that there is a moral obligation
on the part of our national government
to pay compensation for war damages,
in order to ensure that to the extent
possible, that no single individual or
group of individuals bears more than a
just part of the overall burden of war.”

With the support of the Congres-
sional Asian Pacific American Caucus,
I have introduced legislation, H.R. 1595,
the Guam World War II Loyalty Rec-
ognition Act, with 75 sponsors, to im-
plement the recommendations of the
Review Commission. I urge my col-
leagues to help us bring closure to this
issue for the people of Guam. Let us fi-
nally grant recognition to some of the
finest patriots America has ever pro-
duced, and let us commend the people
of Guam for their sacrifices for our Na-
tion during the wartime occupation of
our island.

As we commend Asian Pacific Amer-
ican Heritage Month, let us honor the
contributions of all Asian and Pacific
Islander Americans. Let us celebrate
the cultural diversity, the patriotism,
and the Asian and Pacific Islander
communities that make America so
great.

Mr. HONDA. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentlewoman from California (Ms.
MILLENDER-MCDONALD).

Ms. MILLENDER-McCDONALD. Mr.
Speaker, I am honored tonight to have
this opportunity to pay tribute to
Asian and Pacific Islander Americans
during this month when we honor their
great heritage.

Asian and Pacific Islander Americans
constitute one of the fastest growing
minority communities in the United
States, and I am proud to say that they
are a significant part of my constitu-
ency in southern California while they
represent over 13 million Asian and Pa-
cific Islander Americans who live in
this United States. It is estimated by
the year 2050, they will comprise about
33.4 million, or 8 percent of our total
population.

Asian and Pacific Islander Americans
have made tremendous contributions
to our society. They are government
leaders, scientists, lawyers, athletes,
business men and women, artists, sol-
diers, advocates for civil rights and
champions for the underrepresented.
As we celebrate this glorious month,
let us remember some of the notable
Asian and Pacific Islander Americans
who have served our Nation with honor
and distinction:

Kalpana Chawla, who became the
first Indian-American woman astro-
naut, who, while pursuing her dreams,
perished in the Columbia shuttle dis-
aster;

Fred Korematsu, a Japanese Amer-
ican who, for decades, fought tirelessly
for civil rights;

Yuan T. Lee, a Taiwanese American
who shared the Nobel peace prize in
1986 for his work in chemistry;

And, of course, my dear friend, the
Honorable Patsy Mink, the first Asian-
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American woman and first woman to
grace this august body. She has left an
indelible mark that gave her the honor
of distinguished;

Haing Ngor, the first Cambodian
American to win an academy award for
his role in the film ‘“The Killing
Fields.”

And let us acknowledge the great
Members of Congress who make up this
august body who are Asian American
and Pacific Islanders:

The Honorable MIKE HONDA, who is
the caucus chair of our caucus;

The Honorable DAVID WU;

The Honorable BOBBY SCOTT;

And, newly, the Honorable DORIS
MATSUI

And let us not forget and pay tribute
to our dear friend and colleague, the
late Congressman Robert Matsui who
recently passed away. He was an ex-
traordinary man, Mr. Speaker, who
overcame challenges and obstacles and
became a great Member of this body.
He will be remembered as a national
champion of all Americans, particu-
larly our seniors and Social Security.

Despite hardships and discrimina-
tion, Asian and Pacific Islander Ameri-
cans have maintained an abiding and
unwavering belief in the promise of our
country and they have moved forward
to make remarkable contributions to
our Nation. I am proud to stand with
them tonight as a member of the Asian
Pacific Islander Caucus.

This time of tribute is also a time of
celebration and reflection upon where
we have been and where we are going
as a Nation, ever mindful that liberty
and freedom for all must be our collec-
tive national goal.

Finally, tomorrow I will be intro-
ducing a resolution honoring the vic-
tims of the Cambodian genocide. I am
proud that the largest Cambodian pop-
ulation in the United States resides in
my district. Their culture and con-
tribution, along with all Asian and Pa-
cific Americans, have enriched our
community and this American land-
scape. We are a better country because
of their contributions.

Mr. HONDA. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentleman from Hawaii (Mr. CASE).

Mr. CASE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
as a proud member of the Congres-
sional Asian Pacific American Caucus
so ably led by the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. HONDA) to join my col-
leagues in commemorating our Asian
Pacific American community at the
outset of APA Heritage Month.

And I do so with deep respect, great
pride, humble appreciation and eager
anticipation. Respect, for the great
challenges generations of Asians and
Pacific Americans have faced in our
country and overcome and still face
and will overcome. Pride, for the pro-
found role my own Hawaii, has played
in the nurturance and maturation of
our APA communities throughout our
country. Appreciation, for the rich tap-
estry APAs have woven in the fabric of
our national identity. And anticipa-
tion, for what certainly lies ahead for
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our APA communities in writing the
next great chapters in the ongoing nar-
rative of this great country.

Mr. Speaker, nowhere in our country
is the story of Americans of Asian and
Pacific Island descent better illus-
trated than my own Hawaii, where well
over 50 percent of our population is
Asian and Pacific American, where our
Asian and Pacific American commu-
nity has achieved the pinnacle of suc-
cess in all facets of local, statewide,
national and international life, and
where a majority of all marriages and
a majority of all children share more
now than one ethnicity, more likely
than not an ethnicity of the Asian and
Pacific Americans.

And the story of APAs in Hawaii is a
rich and compelling story which acts
as a microcosm of the story of our very
country. Of course, it started millennia
ago when the ancestors of our indige-
nous peoples, the native Hawaiians,
came to Hawaii from their ancestral
homelands to the south, joining other
indigenous peoples in the U.S. main-
land and Alaska in the original settle-
ment of our country. And it continued
in the last 200 years with the great mi-
grations from Japan and China. And in
the last 100-plus years, with still fur-
ther great migrations from Korea and
the Philippines. And then in the last
half century from the Pacific islands
such as Samoa, Tonga, Fiji and Guam.
And amazingly it continues since to
this day, in the last quarter century,
from Vietnam and Cambodia and Laos
and the other nations of Micronesia,
Melanesia and Polynesia. And through-
out, of course, many, many other im-
migrants from other Asian and Pacific
countries, India and Pakistan and Sri
Lanka and Bangladesh, Thailand and
Indonesia and Malaysia and much
more.

So when we pause to honor the rich
and diverse heritage of our APA com-
munities, we honor the capital of the
APA world, my Hawaii, a beacon to the
world of what can be.

Yet what is throughout our country
is not where it can and should be, for
there remain challenges aplenty. There
is always the specter of racism and dis-
crimination. Yes, less than there was,
less overt, less on the surface than it
has been, but insidious enough and
there enough to flare up with very lit-
tle warning, a specter against which
constant vigilance is required.

And there are still unique challenges
in economic and social advancement
for the APA community and unique
conditions to be addressed in health
care and education and other areas.
And there are still goals of funda-
mental fairness to be accomplished
with many of our APA communities,
most notably, in my case, Federal rec-
ognition for our native Hawaiians.

But while we must remember tonight
these challenges and what we must do,
we also remember all that is good and
great in our APA community. Let me
give you just one great example, be-
cause we remember tonight that hard
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on us is the centennial of sustained im-
migration from the Philippines to our
country, the 1906 exodus from the
mother country to the sugar planta-
tions of Hawaii, an exodus that acceler-
ated in 1946 and on and now has yielded
fully 2.4 million citizens of our country
of Philippine descent.

Yes, it will be a great year for the
Filipino community of celebration,
with barrio fiestas and song and dance
and remembrances of the pioneers and
those who succeeded on their broad
shoulders. But in many ways, what we
celebrate tonight is the recognition
that for the Filipino-American commu-
nity, the celebration of their centen-
nial will be a celebration in miniature
of the Asian and Pacific American ex-
perience in our country, for the story
of our APA community is the story of
our America, from its earliest begin-
nings to its latest arrivals, a story still
unfolding as, for example, is happening
right on the floor of this U.S. House of
Representatives, with my congres-
sional page appointment, Awapuhi
Dancil of Makawa, Maui, a junior at
Kamehameha Schools and undoubt-
edly, no doubt about it, a leader in the
making for the APA community and
for our country in the future.

And so this is a story worth telling
over and over again as we do here again
tonight.

Mahalo and aloha.

Mr. HONDA. Mahalo.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WATSON).

Ms. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to commemorate Asian Pacific
American Heritage Month and to cele-
brate the lives and accomplishments of
Asian Americans and Pacific Islanders
in U.S. history. I want to thank the
gentleman from California (Mr.
HoNDA), Chair of the Congressional
Asian Pacific American Caucus for or-
ganizing this special order. I thank the
gentleman very much.

Mr. Speaker, I represent one of the
most diverse congressional districts in
our Nation, with African Americans,
Hispanic Americans and Anglo Ameri-
cans, each making up about 30 percent
of my Los Angeles-based district. Los
Angeles’ Korea Town, also in my con-
gressional district, is home to 80,000
Asian Americans, who make up rough-
ly 13 percent of my constituency. My
congressional district includes Sony
Studios, Capital Records, American
Film Institute and Raleigh Studios. It
is the home of our Nation’s and a great
deal of the world’s entertainment in-
dustry. Today, I want to address the
need for adequate and accurate rep-
resentation of Asian Americans in film
and television.

Many of my colleagues speaking
today have already mentioned the fact
that there are over 13 million Asian
and Pacific Islanders living in the
United States and that by the year
2050, there will be an estimated 33.4
million self-identified Asian Americans
in the United States. However, while
the Asian American and Pacific Is-
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lander communities continue to grow,
our Nation’s entertainment sector con-
tinues to fall behind in recognizing
their presence through film and tele-
vision and their influence in shaping
the course of our Nation.

Just last week, the National Asian
Pacific American Legal Consortium re-
leased a report called ‘‘Lights, Camera,
and Little Action,” detailing the short-
age of Asian-American characters on
prime time network television. The re-
port finds that while Asian Americans
and Pacific Islanders make up 5 per-
cent of the United States population,
they represent only 2.7 percent of reg-
ular characters on prime time tele-
vision. The report also finds that vir-
tually no Asian actors are cast in situ-
ation comedies, and the characters
they play in dramas tend to have less
depth and development than most
regulars, with minimal on-screen time
and few romantic roles.

For example, programs such as ‘“King
of Queens,”” set in a New York City bor-
ough, features no regular Asian char-
acters despite the fact that almost one
in five residents of the city are Asian
Americans. The show ‘‘Charmed” on
the network WB also includes no Asian
actors, despite being set in San Fran-
cisco where a third of the population is
Asian American. Such whitewashing of
prime time television not only fails to
reflect reality, it also denies viewers
the opportunity to learn about other
cultures and the chance to further
cross-cultural understanding and com-
munication.
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And, finally, I think an equally dis-
turbing trend is the study’s finding
that when AAPIs are depicted on a tel-
evision show, they are placed in roles
that reinforce stereotypes. Let me give
the Members an example. While the
2000 U.S. census showed that half of
AAPI adults do not have college de-
grees, all of the Asian American char-
acters on prime time television have
professional jobs that often require ad-
vanced degrees. These are admittedly
very positive portrayals, and many
ethnic groups have railed against their
negative portrayals in the media as
gang members, pimps, drug dealers,
and prostitutes. Nonetheless, any eth-
nic stereotyping by media, even posi-
tive stereotyping, tends to eliminate
the larger public’s understanding of the
real conditions of the ethnic group.

Mr. Speaker, the contributions of
Asian Pacific Americans to the growth
and success of this Nation cannot be
overstated. The history of their strug-
gle and triumph in the United States
must be captured and remembered. One
of the most effective means of com-
memoration is through the accurate
portrayal of AAPI characters in film
and television that illuminates their
hopes, dreams, and struggles. The
AAPI communities have played instru-
mental roles in advancing the freedom
and equality of all Americans; yet we
do not see their achievements ade-
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quately documented and reflected by
the media.

Mr. Speaker, in commemorating this
year’s Asian Pacific American Heritage
Month, I call on the entertainment in-
dustry to further improve their depic-
tion of the AAPI communities and urge
everyone to remain vigilant about the
roles the media play in capturing the
shared heritage of Asian and Pacific Is-
lander communities in our Nation.

Mr. HONDA. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman from California (Ms.
WATSON) for her presentation, and I
will reiterate her admonition to the
media in terms of being able to depict
Asian American communities.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to speak on
a couple of points before I yield to the
gentleman from Oregon. On the issue of
immigration, Mr. Speaker, our Nation
was founded by immigrants who valued
freedom and liberty and who sought to
be free from persecution from a tyrant
government. Families fled from their
home countries to seek refuge in this
great Nation because they too believed
in liberty, justice, and freedom for all.

AAPI families who seek to be re-
united with their families overseas
have not seen their dreams come true
because of our broken immigration sys-
tem. Over 1.5 million Asians are caught
in the family immigration backlog and
immediate family members from over-
seas wait as long as 10 years to reunite
with their families in the U.S.; and if
they are a young teenager, by the time
they reach 18, they get switched to an-
other line. Mothers and fathers wait to
reunite with their children; but due to
the long years of waiting, their chil-
dren may have already reached the age
of 18 and their families will have to
start the process over again.

As we honor the 40th anniversary of
the Immigration Nationality Act of
1965 and the 30th anniversary of the
Refugee Act of 1975, we need to remem-
ber that our country was founded and
created to protect our freedom and
civil liberties.

As Chair of CAPAC, we have worked
closely with the Congressional His-
panic Caucus to speak out against the
REAL ID Act. For the AAPI commu-
nity, the REAL ID will make it harder
for those seeking asylum to prove their
case. This will prevent legitimate asy-
lum seekers from obtaining relief in
the United States. The REAL ID Act
requires asylum applicants to prove
that the central motive for their perse-
cution was race, religion, nationality,
membership in a particular social
group, or political opinion. The REAL
ID Act ignores the fact that those who
flee brutal human rights abuses often
escape from situations that preclude
gathering of documentation to present
‘“‘corroborating evidence.” Applicants
may be denied based on any inconsist-
encies or inaccuracies in their stories.
An escapee from the Darfur region can-
not go back and track evidence of their
persecution without facing a life
threatening situation.

Therefore, I believe we need com-
prehensive immigration reform to fix
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our broken immigration system, not a
national ID that continues the prob-
lem.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Oregon (Mr. WU).

Mr. WU. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman from California for his lead-
ership in organizing this Special Order
tonight and for his leadership in
chairing the Congressional Asian Pa-
cific American Caucus.

Mr. Speaker, it is with great honor
and pleasure that I join with my fellow
members of the Asian Pacific Amer-
ican Caucus in celebration of Asian Pa-
cific American Heritage Month. This
month marks the 27th time America
has recognized and celebrated the
many contributions and achievements
of Asian Pacific Americans.

Our country was founded as a Nation
of immigrants. America has reached its
greatness in part by the accumulation
of ideas from those with varied herit-
age and backgrounds. In particular,
Asian Pacific Americans have made
profound contributions to American
life, including the arts, education,
science, technology, politics, and ath-
letics. Asian Pacific Americans were
here to help build the transcontinental
railroad, to serve in the Civil War, and
most recently to develop the latest in
Internet technology. Asian Pacific
Americans have played an active and
crucial role in the development of this
country from knitting it together, as I
mentioned, with the transcontinental
railroad, to bringing us closer to the
rest of the world through the tech-
nologies of the Worldwide Web.

The Asian Pacific American commu-
nity remains and always will be an in-
tegral and vibrant part of American so-
ciety. As we take part in celebration of
Asian Pacific American Heritage
Month, I urge everyone to participate
more deeply in the civic life of our Na-
tion. Asian Pacific American civic par-
ticipation and engagement will help
define our collective future. By work-
ing together, we can bridge and build
upon our great Nation’s diverse com-
munities and move forward with deter-
mination and unity.

I encourage Congress and the Amer-
ican people to spend part of May ab-
sorbing the legacy, culture, and
achievements of the Asian Pacific
American community.

Mr. HONDA. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for his comments.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to touch on
a couple more subjects, if I may.

As Americans, we need to ensure that
our children receive a quality edu-
cation by providing adequate teacher
training, funds for after-school and ex-
tracurricular activities, and ensuring
that college is affordable for every stu-
dent that desires to receive a higher
education.

According to the U.S. census, 50 per-
cent of Asians age 25 or over have a
bachelor’s degree or higher level of
education. However, I would like to
emphasize that when we disaggregate
the data for AAPI subgroups, we find
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that the ‘‘model minority’’ stereotype
is, in fact, a myth.

Only 9.1 percent of Cambodian Amer-
icans, 7.4 percent Hmong Americans,
7.6 percent Lao Americans, and 19.5
percent Vietnamese Americans and 16
percent of native Hawaiians and Pa-
cific Islanders who are 25 years and
older have a bachelor’s degree.

These numbers show that we must do
a better job of disaggregating data and
information about our communities to
assess the needs of those hard-working
Americans who still falter behind.

To address the disparities between
subgroups of the larger AAPI commu-
nity, we need Congress to pass the
Asian American and Pacific Islander
Serving Institutions bill, which the
gentleman from Oregon (Mr. WU) will
be introducing later this month. This
legislation will provide Federal grants
to colleges and universities that have
an enrollment of undergraduate stu-
dents that is at least 10 percent AAPI
and at least 50 percent of its degree-
seeking students receive financial as-
sistance.

As a caucus, we will work to increase
the availability of loan assistance,
scholarships, and programs to allow
AAPI students to attend a higher edu-
cation institution; to ensure full fund-
ing for teachers and bilingual edu-
cation programs under the No Child
Left Behind Act; to support English
language learners; and to support full
funding of minority outreach programs
for access to higher education such as
the TRIO programs to expand services
to serve AAPI students.

In health, Mr. Speaker, a common
misperception of AAPIs is that as a
group we face fewer health problems
than other racial and ethnic groups. In
fact, AAPIs as a group and specific pop-
ulations within this group do experi-
ence disparities in health and health
care. For example, AAPIs have the
highest hepatitis B rates of any racial
group in the U.S.

Last week, I, along with the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. MUR-
PHY), introduced a resolution to sup-
port the goals and ideals of National
Hepatitis B Awareness Week.

AAPIs are also five times more likely
to develop cervical and liver cancer
than any other ethnic and racial group.
According to the Census Bureau, 18
percent of AAPIs went without insur-
ance for the entire year in 2000. This
means that the uninsured are not only
more likely to go without care for seri-
ous medical conditions; they are also
more likely to go without routine care,
less likely to have a regular source of
care, less likely to use preventative
services, and have fewer visits per year.

At the same time, without appro-
priate language translation services or
properly translated materials, limited
English-proficient immigrants cannot
receive adequate care, as well as State
and Federal benefits for which they
may be eligible. In the AAPI commu-
nity, 76 percent of Hmong Americans,
61 percent of Vietnamese Americans, 52
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percent of Korean Americans, and 39
percent of Tongans speak limited
English. Therefore, eliminating health
care disparities in the AAPI commu-
nity must include data collection, lin-
guistically appropriate and culturally
competent services, and access to
health insurance.

CAPAC has been working with both
the Congressional Hispanic and Black
Caucuses on the Healthcare Equality
and Accountability Act to eliminate
ethnic and racial health disparities for
all of our community. I will be intro-
ducing the Healthcare Equality and
Accountability Act, which will address
expanding the health care safety net,
diversifying the health care workforce,
combating diseases that disproportion-
ately affect racial and ethnic minori-
ties, emphasizing prevention and be-
havioral health; and promoting the col-
lection and dissemination of data and
enhance medical research, provide in-
terpreters and translation services in
the delivery of health care.

Mr. Speaker, in California a Hmong
man was going to the hospital to have
his right leg amputated in surgery.
And the doctor, in order to confirm
whether he had the right leg pointed
out, spoke to the gentleman before sur-
gery and asked him if this is the cor-
rect leg, and the gentleman did not un-
derstand. He just nodded. When he
came to from anesthesia after the sur-
gery, he found that his good leg was
amputated. And because of lack of
translations and lack of linguistic serv-
ices, this man became more disabled
than he should have been.

Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. INSLEE),
a great friend and advocate.

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Speaker, I have en-
joyed listening to this story of the tap-
estry of the Asian American Pacific Is-
lander community in America; and
that tapestry, of course, consists of
quite a number of threads. I would like
to add one thread to this great story of
this important part of the American
tapestry.

And that story began on March 30,
1942, on Bainbridge Island, Washington,
actually the island where I live. On
that day, a young 2V%-year-old named
Frank became one of the first Ameri-
cans of Japanese descent to be rounded
up by our military and forced to leave
his home. We have a picture here. Ac-
tually, it is a pretty historic picture.
These were the first Japanese Ameri-
cans to be interned during World War
II. They left the dock on Bainbridge Is-
land en masse, surrounded back up
here, though we do not see them in the
picture, of soldiers with bayonets; and
they were marched down into a boat
and taken to Seattle and eventually to
Manzanar.

0O 2145

Obviously, at that time, after the
Japanese bombing of Pearl Harbor, our
Nation was really living under a cloud
of uncertainty when, along with Frank,
226 other men and women, families left
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the dock at Bainbridge Island, and they
were the first imprisoned at Manzanar.
Eventually, 120,000 Americans of Japa-
nese descent were stripped of their very
basic rights and freedoms guaranteed
to every American under the Constitu-
tion, and most spent the duration of
the war in these camps.

It took a long time for Americans to
come to grips with this, come to grips
with these injustices as part of our his-
tory. But it is important to remember
them lest we forget and allow fear and
anxiety that is understandable ever to
push us over the edge again to dark-
ness that occurred to those people in
those years.

Frank is now known as Dr. Kitamoto,
a great dentist on Bainbridge Island.
Frank is a grown man. He carries the
story of this internment with a very
quiet strength and courage. And he
knows that while we regret those deci-
sions that were made 63 years ago, he
does not cast blame. Instead, Dr.
Kitamoto has transferred his personal
experience into a living history to try
to share the wisdom that comes with
such a searing experience. He shares
his story so that others can learn from
this mistake so that we are reminded
not to let that happen again.

Frank has a 45-minute slide presen-
tation that he presents to schools
throughout the State of Washington,
and California, Oklahoma, Connecticut
and Idaho, wherever he is invited, and
he makes the trip on his own dime.
Frank wants to make sure this story is
told and told by someone who knows
the story.

For over 20 years he has lead the
Bainbridge Island Japanese American
community as President, and he has
worked to create a memorial, a remem-
brance to this event in our commu-
nity’s history. The Bainbridge Island
community put a lot of effort into se-
lecting a name for this memorial and,
with care and deliberation, selected a
Japanese phrase, ‘“‘Nidoto Nai Yoni’’ or
“‘let it not happen again.”

I am proud that the history of Dr.
Kitamoto has become part of the
American story, and I was proud to
sponsor legislation that will hopefully
make the ‘“‘Nidoto Nai Yoni’’ memorial
at Pritchard Park an officially recog-
nized part of our national heritage.
That bill passed this Chamber last
year, we are in the planning phases
now, to make this a national memo-
rial. Most of this dock is not here now,
but we have just a beautiful memorial
planned so that this story can remain
part of our national tapestry.

It is my honor to join efforts with Dr.
Kitamoto and sit beside him at the
dedication ceremony for the memorial.
It is my honor now to remember and
share this story of a group of Ameri-
cans whose quiet strength and sacrifice
and courage and patriotism of the
many sons who served in World War II
while their families were in these
camps. Their story really is an inspira-
tion for everyone everywhere, and I
want to thank the gentleman from
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California (Mr. HONDA) for convening
this important discussion.

Mr. HONDA. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to thank the gentleman from
Washington for his great work and also
for making sure that the lessons of in-
ternment is not only academic, but
also personal, and for dedicating sites
that will be a hands-on experience for
generations to come.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to continue
on Social Security and, as we continue
this debate on Social Security, I want
to emphasize the fact that privatizing
Social Security will impact the Asian-
Americans and Pacific Islanders just as
it will impact all Americans. We need
to protect and secure Social Security
for the AAPI community, because So-
cial Security provides retirement secu-
rity to AAPI families. More than
785,000 AAPIs receive Social Security
benefits, and the average monthly ben-
efit for AAPIs is $716.

Social Security needs a solid source
of funding, not a plan that makes the
problem worse by draining trillions of
dollars away from Social Security. So-
cial Security is a generational promise
to honor our parents and Americans
who have paid into Social Security for
years, and we need to fight to protect
and secure the promise of benefits.

On a personal note, my mother, who
is 88, has worked all her life. She has
worked in the fields, she has worked
with my father as a sharecropper in
strawberries and, later, she was a do-
mestic worker, taking care of other
people’s homes and cleaning their
homes. All of this work has dignity to
it. It provided sufficient revenues to
put food on our table. However, she did
not have a pension plan. She did not
have other plans that would sustain
her in her retirement years. She is one
of those 90 percent of widows who de-
pend upon Social Security for 90 per-
cent of their income on a monthly
basis. It is for those women, for chil-
dren who have survived family trage-
dies and became orphans, for those who
are disabled, that we submit that So-
cial Security should not be deformed,
but perhaps reformed and have a sense
of solvency into the future.

Mr. Speaker, I would also like to ex-
tend my gratitude to the patriotic men
and women serving our country in the
military, including 60,813 AAPIs serv-
ing on active duty in the U.S. armed
services, as well as the 28,066 in the Re-
serves and the National Guard. I also
commend and thank the 351,000 AAPI
veterans who fought for this country.

I would like to highlight and honor
the Filipino veterans who have not
been compensated and recognized for
their service, which I believe is a na-
tional disservice to these brave vet-
erans. As a country, it is our duty to
ensure that these veterans have equal
access to all of the benefits and treat-
ment that other veterans receive. We
believe that our troops should be taken
care of when we send them into battle
and that they should be given the re-
spect when they return home.
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With regard to the Filipino veterans,
I stand with my colleagues, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr.
CUNNINGHAM) and the gentleman from
California (Mr. FILNER) to support
their bipartisan legislation, H.R. 302, to
restore full benefits to those veterans
who fought for our Nation in World
War II when they were asked and re-
cruited to become our allies in fighting
the Japanese military during World
War II. However, this effort has been
stalled and frustrated over the years. It
is not an issue of who is in the adminis-
tration, it is an issue of the State De-
partment. I would also ask my col-
leagues in Congress on both sides of the
aisle to take note of this bill that is
being sponsored by the gentlemen from
California (Mr. CUNNINGHAM) and (Mr.
FILNER), to study it and understand
that a promise made should not be a
promise broken as it was in 1946, but a
promise kept. We have an opportunity
in this session to keep that promise,
and to make good our word to those
veterans who fought alongside of our
veterans and soldiers in World War II.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to discuss a
few firsts in our community. I am
proud of our community’s accomplish-
ments, and I would like to recognize
many of the AAPI firsts in the areas of
art, film, sports, sciences, academia,
and politics.

In 1846, Yung Wing, the first Chinese
American graduated from Yale Univer-
sity and the first AAPI to graduate
from a U.S. college.

In 1863, William Ah Hang, who was a
Chinese American, became the first
AAPI to enlist in the U.S. Navy during
the Civil War.

In 1944, An Wang, a Chinese Amer-
ican who invented the magnetic core
memory, which revolutionized com-
puting and served as the standard
method for memory retrieval and stor-
age.

In 1946, Wing F. Ong, a Chinese Amer-
ican from Arizona, became the first
AAPI to be elected to a statewide of-
fice.

In 1948, Victoria Manalo Draves, a
Filipino American diver, the first
woman to win Olympic Gold Medals in
both the ten-meter platform and three-
meter springboard events.

In 1956, Dalip Singh Saud, the first
Indian American to be elected to Con-
gress. That only became possible after
the anti-Asian law that prohibited
Asians to become U.S. citizens to be-
come naturalized; after that law was
rescinded, Asian Americans were able
to participate in the government and
the democracy of this country who
were not born in this country.

In 1965, Patsy Takemoto Mink, the
first Japanese American woman and
woman of color elected to Congress
who championed Title IX.

In 1985, Haing Ngor, a Cambodian
American, became the first AAPI to
win an academy award for his role in
“The Killing Fields’” movie.

In 1985, Ellison Onizuka, a Japanese
American, became the first Asian
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American Pacific Islander astronaut in
space.

I would like to close, Mr. Speaker, by
saying that the Asian American Pacific
Island community continues to fight
for our civil rights as Americans. Even
after the internment of the Japanese
Americans during World War II, we, as
a community, did not grow embittered
or cowed by discrimination; instead, we
progressed and moved forward. I am
proud to be a member of the AAPI
community, because we continue to
serve as positive contributors to our
many communities by investing, in-
vesting in education, in business, and
cultural opportunities for all Ameri-
cans.

In closing, this Asian Pacific Amer-
ican Heritage Month, we take pride in
our history, our accomplishments, and
the promise of our future as we con-
tinue to pave the way for a better to-
morrow to form a more perfect union
in the name of liberty and freedom for
all.

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
recognize the month of May as Asian Pacific
American Heritage Month and to pay tribute to
the contributions of the Asian American and
Pacific Islander community, including immi-
grants, refugees, and natives.

As the Representative of California’s 8th
District, it is my privilege to represent a strong
Asian American and Pacific Islander commu-
nity that is a vital part of San Francisco’s
world-renowned diversity.

As the Democratic Leader in Congress, |
am proud to join my colleagues in honoring
more than 13 million Asian Americans and Pa-
cific Islanders (AAPIs), representing a diverse
community of backgrounds, cultures, and ex-
periences, who make their homes in the
United States. Their unique contributions en-
hance the moral fabric and character of our
great country.

As we celebrate the significant progress
made by Asian Americans and Pacific Island-
ers, it is right for us to honor the memory of
great leaders of the AAPI community who
have recently passed away—including Fred
Korematsu, who dared to challenge the U.S.
government over the Japanese internment
camps, John Tsu, former chair for the White
House Initiative on AAPIs and longtime com-
munity activist, Patrick Okura, a great civil
rights leader and Japanese American internee,
and Magdaleno Duenas, a Filipino veteran
and community leader.

Mr. Speaker, let us remember our former
colleague and my dear friend Congressman
Robert Matsui, who despite imprisonment in
an internment camp during World War I,
never lost faith in our country. He went on to
become a national champion for all of Amer-
ica’s seniors, and the first Asian-American to
serve in the leadership of the House of Rep-
resentatives.

Their legacies are part of the ongoing strug-
gle of all Asian American and Pacific Island-
ers, who, in spite of having to overcome great
hardship and discrimination, maintain an abid-
ing and unbreakable belief in the promise of
our country, and move forward to make re-
markable contributions to our country.

In memory of these great figures in the his-
tory of our Nation, it is only fitting that this
year's theme for Asian Pacific American Herit-
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age Month is ‘Liberty and Freedom for All’
Each of these individuals leaves us with a leg-
acy that still burns to be fulfilled. For despite
the great progress that we have made, we still
have a long way to go to ensuring equality
and expanding opportunities so that all Ameri-
cans have a chance to achieve their full po-
tential. Their work will continue on in all of us.

This year we also commemorate the 40th
anniversary of the Immigration Act of 1965,
and the 30th Anniversary of the Refugee As-
sistance Act of 1975. These laws demonstrate
our national commitment to serving as a bea-
con of hope for all those in search of the op-
portunity and freedom that are the promises of
America. In the three decades since the sign-
ing of the Refugee Assistance Act, the United
States has provided shelter to millions of refu-
gees escaping persecution, tyranny, and often,
unspeakable tragedies. Each time we look into
the face of diversity, we see great heroism
and personal dignity.

Mr. Speaker, as we celebrate Asian Pacific
American Heritage month, let us rededicate
ourselves to answer their enduring call to
service, and fight for justice in our country.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, | rise in celebra-
tion of Asian Pacific American Heritage Month.
It is during this month that we commemorate
the significant contributions that the Asian
American and Pacific Islander (AAPI) commu-
nity has made to our country.

| would like to join my colleagues on the
Congressional Asian Pacific American Cau-
cus, of which | am a member, and which is
chaired by my colleague, Mr. HONDA of Cali-
fornia. This bipartisan and bicameral caucus
has been active in raising awareness about
the concerns and issues that face the Asian
American and Pacific Islander community
today.

There are more than 12 million Asian Amer-
ican and Pacific Islanders in the United States,
including about 275,000 in my home state of
Maryland. Asian Pacific Americans also have
the most diverse background of any minority
population, tracing their roots to almost fifty
different countries and ethnic groups.

Today, Asian Pacific Americans play an im-
portant role in every aspect of American life—
as authors and artists, as business leaders, as
political leaders, as military leaders, as sci-
entists and innovators, as athletes, and in vir-
tually every other aspect of American society.

In addition to recognizing the important role
that Asian Pacific Americans play in our coun-
try, this month’s celebration is also a time to
remember significant historical contributions
that Asian Pacific Americans have made in
our Nation’s history. From the building of our
transcontinental railroads to fighting on behalf
of our Nation, Asian Pacific Americans have
contributed greatly to the American tapestry.

This years theme for Asian Pacific Amer-
ican Heritage Month is “Liberty and Freedom
for Al.” This spirit was embodied in Rep-
resentative Robert Matsui, who passed away
in December, and to whom | wish to pay trib-
ute. The House of Representatives and the
country as a whole suffered a great loss with
the passing of Bob Matsui, a dedicated leader
who served with distinction for 13 terms in the
House and was chairman of the Democratic
Congressional Campaign Committee.

During his career, Bob Matsui was an active
member of the Asian Pacific American com-
munity, working to achieve redress for Japa-
nese Americans who were placed in intern-
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ment camps after the bombing of Pearl Har-
bor. Congressman Matsui himself was placed
in the Tule Lake internment camp along with
his family in 1942. He was later instrumental
in securing the passage of the Japanese-
American Redress Act as well as in ensuring
a monument to Japanese-American patriotism
during World War II.

Representative Matsui’s experience dem-
onstrates the determination and perseverance
that characterized Asian Pacific Americans
during their time here in the United States, of-
tentimes overcoming discrimination, language
and cultural barriers.

| am pleased Americans have so much to
benefit from as a result of our diverse society.
We continue to learn from each other and
share each other’s traditions, history, and cul-
ture.

That is why it gives me great pleasure today
to recognize the significant advances and con-
tributions made by the Asian Pacific American
Community to our country during Asian Pacific
Heritage month.

Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today in recognition of Asian Pacific Heritage
Week.

| am especially proud to do so because |
am privileged to represent some of the most
important Asian Pacific American communities
in Los Angeles, California, including China-
town, Little Tokyo, Filipinotown, and a portion
of the Korean-American community. These
historic California communities are constant
reminders of the vibrancy and vitality of Asian
Pacific Islanders and their significant contribu-
tions to our nation.

Secretary of Transportation, former Rep-
resentative Norman Y. Mineta from California,
was one of the first to work towards estab-
lishing a time of national recognition of the ac-
complishments of Asian Pacific Islander Amer-
icans. In June of 1977, he and his colleague,
Representative Frank Horton of New York, in-
troduced the first House resolution that called
upon the President to proclaim the first 10
days of May as Asian Pacific American Herit-
age Week. In 1979, President Jimmy Carter
signed a joint resolution declaring May 4-10
as National Asian Pacific American Heritage
Week. And in 1990, President George H. W.
Bush expanded the celebration to the entire
month of May. The month of May was chosen
for this special commemoration since it cor-
responds with the arrival of the first Japanese
immigrants to the United States in May of
1843.

“Asian Pacific American” is a political appel-
lation that encompasses the many ethnic
groups that exist in the API community. The
term helps give expression to this historically,
culturally, linguistically, and ethnically diverse
group while at the same time recognizing
common experiences in American history.

Mr. Speaker, let me take a few minutes to
highlight a few of the important events in the
lives of my Asian Pacific American constitu-
ents. In Little Tokyo, one event was the cele-
bration of the 25th anniversary of the Little
Tokyo Service Center, in which | had the
honor to participate. For 25 years, the Little
Tokyo Service Center, a nonprofit charitable
organization serving Asian and Pacific Island-
ers throughout Los Angeles County, has been
an important resource for the residents of this
diverse community. Currently, Little Tokyo
Service Center sponsors over a dozen com-
munity and social service programs, with over
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40 paid staff and hundreds of volunteers who
provide competent and compassionate serv-
ices in seven different languages. The serv-
ices provided by Little Tokyo Service Center
include individual and family counseling, sup-
port groups, transportation and translation
services, an emergency caregiver program,
crisis hotlines, and consumer education.

Little Tokyo Service Center is also the spon-
sor of several major community development
projects in the Los Angeles area, including the
construction and management of Casa Heiwa,
a 100-unit affordable housing project for indi-
viduals and families; the rehabilitation of one
of our city’s historical landmarks into the Union
Center for the Arts; and the development of
Pacific Bridge, a housing complex for adults
with developmental challenges.

Another noteworthy event took place last
year when | was honored to recognize the
100th anniversary of The Rafu Shimpo. The
success of this bilingual English-Japanese
newspaper, founded in Los Angeles and pub-
lished, distributed, and read avidly in my con-
gressional district, is another milestone in the
rich history of the Japanese-American commu-
nity.

}Il'he history of The Rafu Shimpo is an im-
portant part of both American and Japanese
American history and heritage. In April 1903,
three young men, Rippo lijima, Masaharu
Yamaguchi, and Seijiro Shibuya produced in
Los Angeles the first mimeographed news bul-
letin for the Japanese-speaking community. In
1914, under the new management of Henry
Toyosaku (H.T.) Komai, the newspaper began
to grow. In 1926, an English language section
was added with the help of a 20-year-old
UCLA education major, Louise Suski. By
1932, the English section became a daily fea-
ture.

On April 4, 1942, The Rafu Shimpo ceased
publication as Americans of Japanese descent
were forcibly and shamefully removed to
desert internment camps. At the end of the
war in 1945, while other Japanese Americans
were released, H.T. Komai continued to be
detained in Santa Fe, New Mexico. Neverthe-
less, the Komai family’s dedication to pub-
lishing The Rafu Shimpo persevered. H.T.’s
son, Akira Komai, with a $1,500 loan from
three staff members, rebuilt the newspaper.

The newspaper grew rapidly from a circula-
tion of 500 in 1946, to 20,000 over the next 30
years. Today, H.T.’s grandson, Michael
Komai, serves as the third generation pub-
lisher, a position he has held since 1983. The
award-winning daily has over 45,000 readers
and prevails as the premier news source for
the Los Angeles area Japanese American
community.

Two years ago, | was also honored to rec-
ognize the 100th anniversary of Fugetsu-Do, a
family-run bakery in my congressional district.
Starting in 1903, Seiichi Kito and his family,
later including Roy Kito, began working in a
small shop to produce batches of mochi, maju,
and other Japanese sweets. In 1942, when
the Kito family was forced to relocate to the
Heart Mountain, Wyoming internment camp,
the family business was closed. At the end of
the war, the Kito family returned to Los Ange-
les and reopened the doors of Fugetsu-Do.
Today, Brian Kito, the grandson of Seiichi Kito
and the son of Roy Kito, continues the legacy
of Fugetsu-Do and continues to serve the Lit-
tle Tokyo community.

And, of course, there is the wonderful cele-
bration of Japanese culture and tradition dur-
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ing Nisei Week, culminating with the annual
parade.

| am also very proud to represent many
members of the Korean-American community
and to work with this important constituency
that greatly contributes to the Los Angeles
area and our nation as a whole.

In 1903, Korean immigrants began arriving
in the U.S. in 3 distinct waves. The first wave
was recruited for back-breaking work on the
sugar plantations of Hawaii. The second wave
of Koreans arrived after World War Il and
again after the Korean War. In the 1960’s,
more Korean immigrants came to the U.S.
seeking increased educational opportunities.
Many in this last group were medical profes-
sionals who came to fill the shortage of health
care workers in our inner cities. These immi-
grants have helped revitalize declining neigh-
borhoods and have been an economic stim-
ulus through small business entrepreneurship.
Korean Americans have also made their influ-
ence felt in international trade, the fashion in-
dustry, and other community businesses such
as restaurants. Still others make significant
contributions in professions ranging from the
arts to medicine and the sciences. Last year
| was proud to help honor the 100th anniver-
sary of Korean-American immigration to the
United States with a statement on the floor of
the House of Representatives and to partici-
pate in their annual Harvest Moon Festival pa-
rade in Los Angeles.

And, of course, | am privileged to represent
Los Angeles’s Chinatown, perhaps the Asian
Pacific American group with the oldest and
best known story in American history.

Immigrants from China first came to south-
ern California in the late 1850’s to help build
wagon roads and lay railroad tracks across
the west. Initially barred from owning property,
many Chinese eventually settled near Olvera
Street in rented homes and storefronts used
for hand laundries, herb shops and markets in
downtown Los Angeles. In the 1930’s, this
neighborhood of approximately 3000 Chinese
was uprooted to make way for the construc-
tion of Union Station on Alameda Street.

Chinese families and merchants banded to-
gether as the Los Angeles Chinatown Cor-
poration to create a “new Chinatown” on
Broadway. Since second-generation Chinese
could own property, American-born Peter Soo
Hoo led the group in purchasing a railroad
storage yard they turned into a traditional Chi-
nese-looking, tile-fringed pedestrian plaza.
This “New Chinatown” became one of Amer-
ica’s first shopping malls and was an imme-
diate success. Restaurants and shops
abounded, and at night the neighborhood
came to life with colorful lights, music and
street entertainers.

In the 1970’s, waves of new Chinese immi-
grants led an ethnic population shift eastward
to the San Gabriel Valley. The original China-
town, however, retains its historical signifi-
cance and vitality. To help stimulate its re-
newal and make this historic area accessible
to more southern Californians, the Los Ange-
les delegation is working to bring the Gold
Line through Chinatown.

Among the many other exciting things hap-
pening in Chinatown is the Chinese American
Museum. In December of 2003, | was pleased
to join the Chinese community to celebrate the
Grand Opening of the museum, located at
Olvera Street, the birthplace of Los Angeles.
The Chinese American Museum is in the
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Garnier Building, which was erected in the
1890’s for the exclusive use of the Chinese
community. During those early vyears, the
Garnier building housed schools, temples,
churches and businesses. And, of course, the
annual Chinese New Year parade and dragon
dance culminates a week of celebration of
Chinese culture and history.

And finally, in 2003, with other Members of
Congress, | was pleased to attend a recogni-
tion ceremony in honor of Asian American and
Pacific Islander veterans and current service
members who are defending our country in
the armed services. Among those being hon-
ored were members of the legendary 442nd
Infantry Army Regiment, which sustained a
higher rate of casualties during World War I
than any other unit.

This ceremony was one more reminder of
the enormous contributions and sacrifices
made to this country by the members of our
Asian Pacific American communities.

It is truly an honor to join my colleagues
during Asian Pacific Heritage Month to recog-
nize the many heroic and positive contribu-
tions of the APl community to our American
society. ]

Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of California. Mr.
Speaker, today, | am proud to join our nation
in celebrating Asian Pacific American Heritage
Month. This is a time to recognize the enor-
mous contributions of Asian Pacific Americans
to our society. The United States is a country
of immigrants, known for its diversity. Asian
Pacific Americans have increased that diver-
sity, adding their unique experiences to our
culture. | am proud that my home state of
California has a larger population of Asian-
Americans than anyplace else in the country.

It is important to renew our commitment to
serving the specific needs of this community.
Congress must not only reflect and acknowl-
edge the past, but also look forward to meet-
ing the future needs of a growing population.
We need to work together to make the Amer-
ican dream a reality. Improving access to edu-
cational opportunities, enacting comprehensive
immigration reform, and reducing health dis-
parities should be priority initiatives. The
theme of this year's Asian Pacific American
Heritage Month is “Liberty and Freedom for
All”. This month serves as a reminder that we
should all strive to make this theme a reality
for every American.

We should also acknowledge the contribu-
tions of Asian Pacific Americans. My district in
particular has benefited from their service and
leadership. There are several prominent Asian
Pacific Americans who dedicate themselves to
improving our communities in southern Cali-
fornia. They are a source of strength and in-
spiration to all of us. | would like to recognize
someone who has provided invaluable service.

Laura Lee, of Cerritos, is committed to im-
proving her community by helping those
around her. She was elected to the Cerritos
City Council in March 2003. However, this
barely acknowledges the extent of her public
service. She has made Cerritos her home
since 1979, and in that time, has built an ex-
tensive list of accomplishments. Laura has
provided her service and expertise to the
American Red Cross, the ABC School District
Legislative/Policy Advisory Committee, the Su
Casa Domestic Abuse Network, and the
Southern  California  Chinese  Woman’s
League.
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Additionally, she is very active professionally
as a real estate broker. She has used this ex-
perience to take on leadership roles with the
California Association of Realtors, the Rancho
Southeast Association of Realtors, and the
Cerritos College Real Estate Department.
Laura Lee has contributed greatly to the
growth or our economy, the diversity of our
culture, and the quality of our education. She
is someone we can all look to as a role model.

This month is a wonderful opportunity to cel-
ebrate the Asian Pacific American community.
They are a valuable asset to our diverse cul-
ture that should be recognized.

Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to join
the Nation in celebrating Asian Pacific Islander
American Heritage Month. The month of May
is a time to celebrate the achievements of
Asian American men and women who have
made remarkable contributions to our country.

As a member of the Congressional Asian
Pacific Islander American Caucus, | am proud
to pay ftribute to the 120,000 individuals of
Asian descent | represent in California’s 32nd
Congressional District. Rosemead, Monterey
Park and other cities throughout my district
have experienced first hand the economic and
cultural contributions of the Asian and Pacific
Islander communities.

Since the earliest days of this country, peo-
ple from all cultures have immigrated to our
Nation seeking the promise of freedom, oppor-
tunity, and the American dream. As an integral
part of our society, Asian and Pacific Islander
Americans are leaders in public service, gov-
ernment, science, law, education, athletics,
and the arts. As business entrepreneurs,
Asian and Pacific Islander are helping to
strengthen our economy and our communities
through their hard work and ingenuity. As pa-
triots, Asian and Pacific Islander Americans
continue to risk their lives defending liberty.
We are grateful for the service and sacrifice of
our men and women in uniform and for their
families who love and support them.

The commitment of Asian and Pacific Is-
landers to family, community and hard work
has helped to shape our Nation for many gen-
erations. This year the country suffered a
great loss at the death of Congressman Rob-
ert Matsui, who exemplified these qualities. A
fellow Californian, Congressman Matsui
served his district and the Nation 26 years in
Congress with great distinction and honor.
Formerly a Japanese-American prisoner dur-
ing World War 1l, Congressman Matsui was a
great advocate and champion of the Asian
American and Pacific Islander community. His
work effort, faith, and determination were a
constant source of inspiration for me.

| join with all Americans in celebrating the
Asian and Pacific Islander American culture,
and | encourage every citizen to recognize the
many contributions of Asian and Pacific Is-
lander Americans to the diversity of the Na-
tion.

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today with my colleagues of the Congressional
Asian Pacific American Caucus (CAPAC) to
recognize May as Asian Pacific American Her-
itage Month. As a member of the caucus’ ex-
ecutive committee and the chairman of its Im-
migration Task Force, | want to honor the
many achievements and contributions of the
more than thirteen million Americans of Asian
and Pacific Islander descent in our country.

Back in 1978, my friends and colleagues,
Senator DANIEL K. INOUYE, former Senator
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Spark Matsunaga, former Representative
Frank Horton and former Representative Norm
Mineta helped establish the first 10 days of
May as Asian Pacific American Heritage
Week. Subsequent efforts were made to ex-
tend the week-long celebration to a month-
long event. In the 102nd Congress, | was an
original cosponsor of legislation signed into
law that designated May of each year as
Asian Pacific American Heritage Month.

| am blessed to serve the First Congres-
sional District of Hawaii which is comprised
primarily of Asian Pacific Americans (APA). It's
an inspiring and empowering sight for other
APAs from around the country to see. | know
| say this every year, but | feel that it needs
to be repeated. There is a special strength
and resilience embodied in Hawaii’'s unique
cultural mix: we have chosen to be defined by
our diversity rather than divided by our dif-
ferences. That resolve to work together with
Aloha can serve as an example to the rest of
the country.

While we can look at APA Heritage Month
as a time to recognize and celebrate many in-
dividual accomplishments, we must also take
action. My colleagues and | are committed to
improving the lives of all APAs by working on
issues of importance to our community, such
as fighting to eliminate racial and ethnic health
disparities, defending civil liberties, protecting
Social Security, and ensuring educational op-
portunities for our children. These are the prin-
ciples that reflect this years theme, “Liberty
and Freedom for All.”

This year's theme represents the past and
ongoing contributions of APAs, such as Con-
gresswoman Patsy T. Mink who dedicated her
life to economic and social justice, Congress-
man Robert Matsui, who’s internment experi-
ence during World War Il helped shape his
belief that every American is entitled to basic
civil rights despite their ethnicity, and Japa-
nese American soldiers who fought during
World War Il, such as Senator DANIEL K.
INOUYE.

Throughout our nation’s history, APAs have
made and continue to make major contribu-
tions in areas such as business, civil liberties,
culture and arts, education, medicine, tech-
nology and politics. By the year 2050, there
will be an estimated 33.4 million U.S. resi-
dents who will identify themselves as Asian
alone, which will comprise 8 percent of the
total population. This is a projected 213 per-
cent increase of APAs between 2000 and
2050. These statistics reflect the growing sig-
nificance of the APA community, its growing
role in the development of public policy, and
its cultural contributions that helps us to cele-
brate our diversities. | extend my heartfelt
aloha to the APA community and look forward
to celebrating APA Heritage Month.

Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to cele-
brate Asian Pacific American Heritage Month,
which commemorates the significant contribu-
tions of Asian Pacific Americans throughout
our country’s history. America draws its
strength from its tremendous diversity. The
contributions to our country—to the American
culture and experience—by Asian Pacific
Americans are numerous, and we are a much
better country as a result.

| thank the gentleman for yielding and for
his leadership in the Asian Pacific American
Caucus and our Tri-Caucus, the Asian Pacific
American Caucus, the Hispanic Caucus, and
the Congressional Black Caucus. It is a privi-
lege to be part of the Tri-Caucus.
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Today, | want to recognize the contributions
of Asian Pacific Americans in my district, the
Ninth Congressional District of California, the
East Bay of Northern California, and commend
them for their dedicated service and vision in
making life better for those in our community
and our Nation. Asian Pacific Americans have
long played a crucial role in the life and history
of the East Bay. The region’s identity has
been profoundly shaped by its place in the Pa-
cific Rim.

However, today Asian Americans face a
wide variety of challenges, including access to
educational opportunities and community re-
sources. | specifically want to highlight the
work being done in my own district by the
East Bay Asian Youth Center (EBAYC) and
the East Bay Asian Local Development Cor-
poration (EBALDC), in their efforts to empower
the Asian American community and improve
their standard of living.

The East Bay Asian Youth Center inspires
Asian American youth and families by pro-
viding leadership and educational opportuni-
ties. Everyday EBAYC (ee-BAY-cee) dem-
onstrates that cultural diversity is a powerful
agent for progress. They run a youth sports
program, have founded a health center, and
coordinate a video productions program that
was awarded Honorable Mention at the Oak-
land International Film Festival. EBAYC also
facilitates partnerships to provide health, so-
cial, security improvements, and after-school
services at schools. Moreover, EBAYC en-
gages families through the creation of Parent
Action Committees (PACs). Over 500 Asian,
Latino, and African-American parents are in-
volved in these PACs in schools where no
parent organization had previously existed.
These PACs have been enormously effective,
fomenting positive change in local schools.
For example, one PAC was able to decrease
truancy by 40 percent at a middle school that
was known for its major gang-related and ra-
cial violence.

| also want to mention the East Bay Asian
Local Development Corporation. EBALDC (ee-
BALD-cee) has created a national model to
promote affordable housing. Since its incep-
tion, it has created over 700 units of affordable
apartments for low income families and sen-
iors. It is one of the Bay Area’s—and the Na-
tion’s—most respected community developers.
EBALDC has developed nearly 200,000
square feet of retail, office and childcare
space, two of which | want to highlight: (1) the
Asian Resource Center, a facility that provides
key community services to the APA commu-
nity in Oakland Chinatown and, (2) Preserva-
tion Park, a beautifully restored Victorian
neighborhood block that is home to a count-
less number of non-profit organizations and
small businesses. In addition, EBALDC spear-
heads an Individual Development Account
(IDA) savings program, by which more than 10
percent of the IDA participants have used their
savings to buy their first homes. Given that the
Bay Area’s real estate market makes it one of
the least affordable cities in the Nation, it has
made a huge impact within our community,
EBALDC helps individuals discover and de-
velop the resources to realize their dreams—
of owning affordable homes and starting new
businesses.

Immigrants face many obstacles today, and
organizations like EBALDC and EBALYC help
their clients to conquer their problems. These
are just a few specific examples of the impact
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that APAs have had in my district. | want to
salute the achievements of these two organi-
zations tonight.

| believe that it is also very important to cel-
ebrate the accomplishments of a hero for
many of us, someone who has tirelessly de-
voted her life to make our Nation better, Lillian
Galedo. Ms. Galedo is the Executive Director
for Filipinos for Affirmative Action (FAA). This
year she will be celebrating her “Silver Anni-
versary” with the organization, having served
25 years with FAA.

During her tenure, Ms. Galedo has spear-
headed several initiatives to advocate on be-
half of the Filipino American community, espe-
cially in the East Bay. Today, Filipinos con-
tinue to be among the top three groups immi-
grating to the U.S., constituting one of the
largest Asian populations in California. FAA
runs several youth programs, offers services
to new immigrants and engages in several
community campaigns, working for the rights
of immigrants, Filipino-American  airport
screeners and WWII veterans. FAA is truly an
exemplary grassroots organization, and Ms.
Galedo has been at the forefront of encour-
aging civic participation and fighting for the
civil rights of the community. Ms. Galedo is a
woman warrior—passionate and articulate—
and an inspiration for many Asian Americans.

| also want to recognize the contributions of
those who have left us, but who have left an
indelible mark in our Nation’s history.

Tonight | honor the memory and the legacy
of a very good friend, my dear colleague Con-
gressman Robert Matsui. He made such a
great impact in this body, and tonight as we
celebrate APA Heritage Month, | want to re-
mind everyone of Bob’s great legacy. Bob’s
passing is a bitter blow to all of us. But his life
and the things he achieved for all of us will
live forever as a testament to a life well-lived.
| also want to recognize his wife, DORIS, who
has done an incredible job in the past few
months, in carrying on his legacy and reflect-
ing the view and the future that Bob would
have for the country.

| also want to highlight the achievements of
Fred Korematsu, a courageous champion of
the civil rights movement and a role model for
Asian Americans. During his life, Mr.
Korematsu touched the lives of countless peo-
ple, shedding light on a past injustice that was
forgotten and ignored. Mr. Korematsu was a
central figure within the controversy of Japa-
nese internment during World War II, during
which he was arrested for demanding no more
than what every American is entitled to—his
basic human rights. Mr. Korematsu defied the
order to go to the Japanese-American intern-
ment camps because he believed it wasn’t
right. His case changed legal history and re-
sulted in an apology by the U.S. for its
wrongdoings, as well as reparations to
120,000 living Japanese-Americans.

Mr. Speaker, as a Nation, we must embrace
the cultures that have worked to advance the
needs of all Americans and have helped to
define what it means to be American. So as
a proud member of the Congressional Asian
Pacific American Caucus, | am privileged to
join the gentleman from California tonight to
make sure that our entire country understands
why we are celebrating APA Heritage Month.
Let us make sure that we represent Asian Pa-
cific Americans every month, each and every
day as we develop our policies and our legis-
lation that ensure liberty and justice for all.
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ACCOMPLISHMENTS OF THE 109TH
CONGRESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KUHL of New York). Under the Speak-
er’s announced policy of January 4,
2005, the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
CONAWAY) is recognized for 60 minutes
as the designee of the majority leader.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on the subject of this special order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
tonight to take what will be a brief
look back at the first 100 or so days of
activity in this House of Representa-
tives. While each new session of Con-
gress holds great promise, it is the ac-
tions that that Congress takes that de-
termines whether or not that Congress
has been successful. Our success has
been as a result, in my mind, of the
leadership of the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. ToMm DELAY), the majority
leader, whose responsibility it is to
shepherd legislation through this body.

In a community and a town where ex-
aggeration and hyperbole, overreaching
and puffery has been elevated to a
state of art, you have to be very care-
ful to not indulge in those tendencies,
although some in this Chamber have on
occasion, rare occasions, I suspect,
done that. But if you are looking at
facts, if you are talking about things
that have been accomplished, then you
are less likely to be accused of puffing
and of exaggeration.

So during this next 60 minutes, my
colleagues and I who have joined me
tonight will spend this hour talking
about things that we have accom-
plished, the things that we have done,
the good we have done, how it will im-
pact America and Americans, if the
bulk of this legislation does, in fact,
reach the President’s desk. So to start
us off tonight, I have asked my good
colleague and fellow freshman, the gen-
tlewoman from North Carolina (Ms.
FoxX), to share with us what is on her
mind. So I yield to the gentlewoman.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I appreciate
the gentleman yielding to me. It is a
real honor to be a Member of this
freshman class. Folks keep telling us
we are a good group, and we know that
from ourselves.

I rise this evening to support our ma-
jority leader, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. DELAY). Congressman
DELAY has done a remarkable job in
providing strong leadership and guid-
ing the Congress to make many posi-
tive changes for our country. It is a
shame that Democratic party leaders
are playing partisan games in order to
distract the American people from
what is important, all of the progress
that is being made in this session of
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Congress. But rest assured, they will
not distract my colleagues and me
from getting the job done. It is time for
the Democratic leaders to put partisan
politics aside and work together on the
issues that really matter to the Amer-
ican people.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to report
that the first 100 days of the 109th Con-
gress have been a tremendous success.
We have been working hard in a bipar-
tisan fashion to make many positive
changes for America.

Mr. Speaker, I get up lots of morn-
ings 5 o’clock, 6 o’clock and leave
home, and I am always astonished at
how many people there are on the high-
ways of western North Carolina going
out to do their jobs, and I think those
people expect us to do the same thing,
I say to the gentleman. That is what
they want us to be doing, and that is
what we are doing.
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I am proud of that. In the past 4
months, we have fought to reduce taxes
and the burdensome rules and regula-
tions that plague hard-working Ameri-
cans. When those people get up every
morning and go to work, they do not
want to be burdened with taxes and
rules and regulations.

And just last week, the House passed
a budget resolution conference report
that will implement $106 billion in tax
cuts over the next 5 years. Our fiscally
responsible budget funds our top prior-
ities, such as national security and de-
fense, while stimulating our economy
and creating jobs.

It also reins in spending and reduces
the Federal deficit. You know, with the
loss of sense of history and civics,
many people have forgotten that the
number one role of Federal Govern-
ment is to provide for the defense of
our Nation. If we do not provide for the
defense of our Nation, nobody else can
or will, no other level of government
can. So that has got to be our top pri-
ority.

We have also acted to repeal perma-
nently the death tax, which is an un-
fair burden on thousands of American
families, small businesses, and family
farms. The death tax has caused many
of these small businesses and farms to
go out of business. I am happy that we
have acted to bury this unreasonable
burden.

We have strengthened our national
security by passing the REAL ID Act.
This bill will require rigorous proof of
identity and strong security require-
ments for all applicants for driver’s li-
censes and State-issued identity cards.
The vast majority of the States have
recognized the privilege that a driver’s
license brings.

However, 10 States, and regrettably
including my home State of North
Carolina, issue valid driver’s licenses
and identification cards without re-
quiring proof of legal status. And ac-
cording to the 9/11 Commission report,
these travel documents are just as im-
portant as weapons are to terrorists. I
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am pleased that the REAL ID Act will
help solve this problem.

We have passed an $81.4 billion war-
time supplemental bill that provides
the funds necessary to continue fight-
ing the war on terror, while providing
our men and women in uniform with
vital equipment and training. I am
proud we are supporting our troops who
are performing magnificently under
difficult conditions.

Just last week, a young man who was
injured in Iraq came to see me. He lost
both of his legs above the knees. He has
the most wonderful spirit and most
wonderful attitude about this country,
and about keeping the faith that this
country has given him. And it is an in-
spiration to me to meet people like
him.

I am proud that we are supporting
him and others. They are helping to
spread freedom and democracy
throughout the Middle East and the
rest of the world. Without their sac-
rifice, Americans would not be able to
continue to enjoy the freedom we cher-
ish. We have hosted Ukrainian Presi-
dent Victor Yushchenko who has be-
come a leading symbol for the pro-
motion of democracy in his part of the
world. How wonderful it is that the val-
ues of freedom are being adopted across
the world.

We fought to support the Boy Scouts
of America, by encouraging the Depart-
ment of Defense to stand up to the lib-
eral extremists and continue to permit
the Scouts to use their facilities. The
Boy Scouts is an outstanding organiza-
tion that teaches young boys time-hon-
ored values such as loyalty, prepared-
ness, citizenship, and character. We
must do everything we can to support
them.

We voted for a responsible transpor-
tation bill that will improve our roads,
increase driver safety, and create many
new jobs. We have passed the Bank-
ruptcy Abuse Prevention and Con-
sumer Protection Act of 2005, which
will encourage personal responsibility
and ensure that bankruptcy in America
is available for all who truly need it
and not abused by those looking to
game the system.

We have all been affected by high gas
prices. To forge a long-term solution,
we have passed a comprehensive energy
bill that will lower energy prices,
strengthen the economy, generate hun-
dreds of thousands of new jobs, and en-
courage greater energy conservation
and efficiency. This bill will also re-
duce our dependency on foreign oil and
encourage investment in alternative
energy sources.

These are just a few of the many
positive changes that we have made.
We have seen changes in vocational
education. We are going to be dealing
with more of that in the next few days.
But rest assured we are going to con-
tinue to work very hard, and we have a
lot left to do.

I look forward to working with my
colleagues in a bipartisan way to make
more positive changes in the next quar-
ter of the 109th Congress.
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Mr. CONAWAY. I want to thank the
gentlewoman for her comments to-
night. She has done an excellent job of
reviewing many of the terrific accom-
plishments that this 109th Congress has
done so far.

Accomplishments are gauged by the
legislation that is passed and sent to
the Senate, or that comes from the
Senate and is passed and sent on to the
President of the United States. Much
of that success ought to be bipartisan.

This may sound a bit heretical to
some of my Republican colleagues, but
we Republicans do not necessarily have
all of the good answers, all the right
answers; and by the same token, the
Democrats do not have all of the right
answers as well. So what we ought to
be about crafting are those solutions
and those answers to the problems that
face Americans that do have bipartisan
support.

And later on this evening, I will run
throw a litany of the legislation that
has been passed through this body,
which from 41 to 122 Democrats have
joined their Republican colleagues in
the passage of this legislation, clear
evidence that the work coming out of
this body can be bipartisan and that we
can have a meeting of the minds among
folks with different philosophies.

I have also been joined tonight by the
gentleman from Georgia (Mr.
GINGREY). I find a great pleasure to
yield to him as much time as he may
consume to continue this discussion.

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding the time,
the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
CONAWAY), and of course before him the
gentlewoman from North Carolina (Ms.
Foxx).

The gentleman mentioned the spirit
of bipartisanship. In that vein, let me
just commend our colleagues on the
other side of the aisle, the gentleman
from California (Mr. HONDA) and the
gentleman from Oregon (Mr. WU), who
in the previous hour talked about the
contribution of Asian Americans and
Pacific Islanders, people like them-
selves who have contributed so much
to this country. And I commend them
for that. I found it to be a very inter-
esting and compelling hour.

And we, Mr. Speaker, can be bipar-
tisan and need to be. We need to take
every opportunity. There are so many
issues, as my colleague from Texas just
mentioned, that, I mean, things like
health care and public education.
These should not be partisan issues.
Social Security modernization and sav-
ing that program for our children and
grandchildren. It does not make sense
that that will get involved in partisan
bickering, but it does.

But I think we need to understand
and make sure that, as our colleagues
know, that we can still make progress
despite the fact that we have to run
every 2 years and everybody is always
kind of thinking about the next elec-
tion and who is in control. Well, that is
what a lot of this partisanship is about.
But the way, Mr. Speaker and my fel-
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low colleagues, that we make progress
despite that tension is with great lead-
ership, with great leadership.

And I can think of none greater than
the Speaker of this House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. HASTERT),
and our great majority leader, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. DELAY) who is
a colleague from Texas of my friend,
Representative CONAWAY.

We have done so much, as he pointed
out, the gentlewoman from North
Carolina (Ms. FoxX) also, in discussing
the progress that we have made in
these first 100 days of this 109th Con-
gress. It is truly amazing. And I think
a lot of these things have already been
mentioned, that we have accomplished,
despite the fact that our leader, the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. DELAY),
has struggled because of unrelenting
attacks from the other side, mainly for
political reasons, quite frankly.

It is a situation where if you go after
the leader, if you are able to shoot the
leader, then the rest of the troops
might cower down a little bit. Thank
God that has not happened. We have a
very strong caucus on our side of the
aisle. And, you know, we may have a
Member or two that gets a little
squishy and nervous, and that is re-
grettable.

But I think the important thing is
that the vast majority of us are very
supportive, we are team players. When
the going gets tough, as they know in
Texas and as they know in my great
home State of Georgia, the tough get
going. That is what we have seen from
our leader.

There is a country song, if you want
to play in Texas you got to have a fid-
dle in the band. The gentleman from
Texas (Mr. DELAY) has a fiddle in the
band; and not just in Texas but in this
great country of ours, he is the straw
that stirs the drink.

And the courage that he has shown,
the leadership, that is the reason why
in these first 100 days of the 109th Con-
gress that we have been able to accom-
plish so much. As has already been
mentioned by the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. CONAWAY) and the gentle-
woman from North Carolina (Ms.
FoxX), we have passed the emergency
supplemental, $81 billion, to support
our troops in Iraq as they continue this
battle to democratize the Middle East.

And we are succeeding. We had great
bipartisan support on that bill. Just
last week, we passed the House budget
resolution, which for the first time in,
I think, over 10 or 12 years, we actually
cut discretionary spending by a full
percentage point; and we limited the
growth of mandatory spending.

It has been mentioned, of course, the
permanent elimination of the death
tax, which just passed this Chamber a
couple of weeks ago. Class action re-
form, bankruptcy reform, the energy
bill just last week, and all of these
really remarkable pieces of legislation.

There was an article, I think, Mr.
Speaker, in the Hill or Roll Call this
week talking about the 20 most impor-
tant pieces of legislation that have
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come through this Congress in the last
40 or 50 years. I think they are going to
need to revise that list, because quite
honestly in these first 100 days we are
beginning to do some historic things,
and hopefully the other body will fol-
low suit.

But it is because of the leadership of
people like the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. HASTERT), the Speaker of this
great House; and our majority leader.
And I really commend him. He is a
strong Christian man who has com-
mitted his life to family values. You
know, Mr. Speaker, he was attacked re-
lentlessly, and this quote may not be
exact, but in regard to the Terri
Schiavo case, and not just that case
but a lot of decisions that are made,
particularly coming from Federal
Courts in the 9th Circuit out on the
left coast, when they wanted to take
God out of the pledge of allegiance, and
make sure that the 10 Commandments
are never shown in any public places,
and that you cannot celebrate Christ-
mas any more, it has to be winter holi-
days. And our leader said, the time will
come for the men responsible for this
to answer for their behavior. Now, a lot
of people, Mr. Speaker, want to say,
well, Mr. DELAY is threatening our
Federal judiciary. I do not think so. I
do not think that is at all what he
meant.

ToMm DELAY is a well-known born-
again Christian. When he made that
comment, I assumed he was referring
to God, that that is who men and
women of the Federal judiciary will
have to answer to when they forget
from whence we came. And I commend
him for that. It was no threat, no per-
sonal threat on the part of our leader.

So to have an opportunity, Mr.
Speaker, to be here tonight, to join
with my colleagues, with the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. CONAWAY) who
is managing the time tonight, I com-
mend him for that. And I just want to
tell you how much confidence I have in
leader ToM DELAY. He is someone that
has the courage of his convictions, and
they are not going to bring him down.

They, those on the other side who
want to get overly partisan and forget
about what the people in this country
really want, they want bipartisanship,
they want good laws passed, they want
tax relief, they want regulatory relief,
they want good health care and good
public education, and they want a bal-
anced budget.

And these are the kind of things that
we are working toward under the lead-
ership of the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. HASTERT) and the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. DELAY).

Mr. CONAWAY. I appreciate and
thank the gentleman from Georgia
(Mr. GINGREY) for coming over tonight
and spending his time with us to point
out to us, Mr. Speaker, that some of
the great things that we have, in fact,
accomplished during this first 100 days,
as I mentioned, if it is a fact, it is not
over-reaching, it is not puffing, it is
not exaggerating. And these are facts
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that we lay on the record, facts that
most often have wide Democratic sup-
port for the initiatives that have been
brought forward on the Republican
side.

For that I am thankful for my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle
who have looked at the issues, looked
at what is best for America, looked at
the solutions that are being presented
and voted their conscience as opposed
to being obstructionist or just simply
taking the party line on issues that are
of importance to our great country.
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Mr. Speaker, I have also been joined
tonight by another colleague, the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. KINGSTON)
and I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
CoNAWAY) and I would like to make a
few remarks on Social Security. Before
doing so I wanted to thank the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. GINGREY),
the doctor, I should say, for the good
work he is doing on health care reform,
making health care more affordable
and accessible to the American people
and working through the private sector
rather than going through a Canadian
or English style of government-spon-
sored health care. We do have a great
health care system but also one that
needs improvement.

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank Mem-
bers of Congress who are working on
immigration reform. We have 8 million
illegal aliens in the United States of
America. That is about the size of the
State of Georgia which is about 8 mil-
lion people. A big issue.

I am very pleased that the gentleman
from Wisconsin’s (Mr. SENSENBRENNER)
language will be in the supplemental
appropriations bill which we will vote
on on Thursday. It is a major victory
for those of us who are pushing for im-
migration reform.

Mr. Speaker, I will speak on Social
Security reform as well. The last time
Social Security was taken up by this
Congress was in 1983. At that time, the
Members of Congress thought that
they had fixed Social Security for an-
other 75 years, but unfortunately that
is not the case.

In less than a decade, Social Security
will begin to spend out more money
than it brings in. Insolvency is not the
only issue, although it is a major one.
We know that in the year 2018, when
the baby boomers start to retire, more
money will go out than is coming in.
And we know by 2041, if we do not cut
benefits by 27 percent, Social Security
will be bankrupt. The math is simple
to follow.

In 1937, when Social Security was
started, we had 60 workers for every
one retiree. And by 1950, it was 16
workers to every retiree, and today it
is 3.3 to 1. And during that period-of-
time life span, life expectancy has in-
creased. In 1937 folks lived to be 59 year
old. Today they live to be 77 years old.
The math is even easy for a Democrat
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to follow, Mr. Speaker. You can see
why we are having solvency problems.

There is also an issue of generational
fairness. As my friends know, if you re-
tired in the year 1980, you got all your
money out of Social Security in 12.8
years. But if you retire in 2003, it will
take you 17 years to get your money
out. Most Americans do not mind.
They do not need to have every dime
accounted for, every penny accounted
for, but generally people expect to get
at least the money they put into the
system out of it. But that is not going
to be the case for today’s 20- and 30-
year-olds who, in addition to having to
live longer, past the retirement to get
their money back, they are also going
to have this great benefit cut. So we
have a great challenge. And to the Re-
publican party, the choice is simple.

We need to do it together. We need
Democrats and Republicans to come to
the House Chamber with the best of
their ideas, put them on the table and
let us cobble out something that does
not focus on the next election, but on
the next generation. Something that is
fair at the kitchen table where mom
and dad and the kids and the grand-
parents can sit down and agree on it.
Because if we can get the agreement
square on the kitchen table, it will not
be any problem to get it passed in the
House Chamber.

Last week under the gentleman from
Texas’ (Mr. CONAWAY) leadership a
number of House Republicans and
Democrats sat down together with Bill
Novelli, the chairman and CEO of the
AARP which is the largest older Amer-
icans advocacy group in the United
States of America. We sat down, Demo-
crats and Republicans, together with
the AARP, to talk about core prin-
ciples, talk about what could be a solu-
tion and what could not. And we knew
at the time we were not going to walk
out of the room with hands held and all
kinds of bipartisan unity. We knew
that this was just the first step.

I have got to say that I have a lot of
appreciation for those Members who
showed up from the Democrat side. But
unfortunately, the Democrat leader,
the gentlewoman from California (Ms.
PELOSI) decided that this meeting for
some reason was off limits, for some
reason it is a bad thing for Democrats
to sit down with Republicans. And yet
publicly she calls for bipartisanship,
but here in the House Chamber when
the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
CONAWAY) tried to get this meeting to-
gether, of the five original Members
only two actually came. The other
three were intimidated by Democrat
leadership. Do not come because we
can talk publicly about bipartisanship
but behind lines, behind the scene we
really do not want this.

It is further revealed this week, the
gentlewoman from California (Ms.
PELOSI), the Democrat leader was on
the ABC ‘“‘This Week” show with
George Stephanopoulus, actually one
of her fellow Democrats, a former Clin-
ton advisor. And yet in this role he was
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being an interviewer, and he asked the
gentlewoman from California (Ms.
PELOSI) why the Democrats have not
put forth their plan. And he asked her
a number of times and she would not
say. And finally he got so tired of it he
said, Why should the American people
trust the Democrats if they do not
have a specific plan of their own on So-
cial Security? To which the Democrat
leader said, ‘‘The American people
should trust the Democrats because we
originated Social Security.”

I guess the Democrats have gone
from the Franklin Roosevelt New Deal
to the Pelosi No Deal. Because if we
need to go back to 1937 to be the last
time we could trust a Democrat, then
maybe Ronald Reagan was right. The
party left him, he did not leave the
party. And I guess that is true with
many of us. Because I know in the
great State of Texas and in the State
of Georgia, they were majority Demo-
crat States until recent years, when
the Democrat party refused to come to
the table with mainstream ideas and to
put politics aside and say, let us sit
down and come up with some solutions.

I strongly believe that there are a lot
of good Democrats across this country.
There are a lot of good Democrats in
this House Chamber. I am sad to see so
many following lockstep with the rad-
ical fringe leadership of their party.

I am sad to see that they are intimi-
dated to the extent they do not even
offer a plan. But I would also call on
them and their Democrat constituents
back home to say, you know what, I
am 23 years old; and I know I am faced
with a benefit cut; and I know the
President has offered me an oppor-
tunity to voluntarily enroll in a per-
sonal savings account in which I will
have a lot more money than I will if I
pay 40 years into Social Security. I am
interested. At 23 years old I have got a
lot at stake.

And I might say, I do not know if I
like what the President has offered,
and I am hearing a lot of bad things
about it from the Democrats, but what
is it that they are offering to me as a
23-year-old new worker into this sys-
tem?

And I look and I search the papers
and I turn the pages and I look at the
bloggers and I look on the Internet and
I check my emails, and I find out the
only things the Democrats are offering
is that there is no problem with Social
Security. Tell that to the 23-year-old
new worker because they are not buy-
ing it.

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I found
it very interesting that the Pelosi No
Deal, my colleague, the gentleman
from Georgia (Mr. GINGREY) mentioned
and I watched a little press conference
that they had over the weekend or yes-
terday in regard to what the President
had to say at his press conference
Thursday night talking about progres-
sive indexing. And the gentleman from
Maryland (Mr. HOYER) the minority
whip at that press conference said,
““Other than individual personal ac-
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count options, there are at least a
dozen other things that we can do to
save Social Security.”

I would challenge him to name four.
Name two. Give us one rather than this
‘“‘no deal” that my colleague from
Georgia was talking about because
they do not want to talk about any of
these dozen other approaches to solv-
ing the solvency problem of Social Se-
curity. Because some of those could be
raising payroll taxes, cutting benefits,
raising the age at full retirement. I
could go on, but I think that is the rea-
son, and I think my colleague from
Georgia would agree, that they basi-
cally have a no deal and a hokey pokey
plan, if you will, to save Social Secu-
rity.

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for pointing it
out. But again, I want to emphasize, we
have a lot of solutions that Members of
Congress are promoting. And they are
doing this on their own. They have not
officially trolling out in the name of
the Republican public. The gentleman
from Arizona (Mr. KOLBE) being one,
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. SAM
JOHNSON) being one, the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. RYAN), the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. SHAW). They
are coming up with solutions.

But to my knowledge, there is not
one Democrat who has offered a Social
Security plan since I have been a Mem-
ber of Congress over 10 years, except
for Mr. Charlie Stenholm, who is now
on the President’s bipartisan commis-
sion to save Social Security, and Pat-
rick Moynihan, who many years ago as
a liberal Democrat from New York, a
Senator, said that we have got to act
to protect and preserve Social Security
because it is going bankrupt.

It is time to do something. Even
President Clinton said that. And yet
the current membership of the Demo-
crat Senate and House are afraid to
offer one plan. And doggone it, if you
want to raise taxes, and that is one
thing the Democrats are good at, put
the plan on the table. It is okay. Let us
look at it. A bad plan is better than no
plan.

But if you want to be the party that
used to proudly say we are the party of
the new deal, to now be the party
shamelessly of the no deal, then con-
tinue on the current leadership path
because that is what we are getting
from the Democrats.

Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Speaker, I, too,
am concerned about Social Security.
Probably the single heaviest lift, as
that phrase is used in these Chambers,
that we have ahead of us. It will look
like a walk in the park when we begin
to consider Medicaid and Medicare and
overall health care spending and costs
in this Chamber. So we need to get it
done now.

As we address the issue of Social Se-
curity we have got more options today
than we will as each year passes. If we
do not act, if we continue to keep our
heads in the sand, which if you think
about the posture that you are in with
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your head in the sand it is not particu-
larly flattering. If we continue that
posture, we have add a $600 billion in-
crease to the unfunded liabilities that
are Social Security for each year that
we fail to act, for each year that we do
not consider those 23-years-old as they
enter the workforce.

Our oldest son is 32 years old, and he
will be retiring about the point in time
where benefits look like they are going
to cut under current conditions, about
27 percent. And that is not something I
am particularly excited about.

I am also not excited about the op-
portunity of taking our six wonderful
grandchildren, of which we are very
proud, I am not particularly interested
in taking those six down to my local
banker, convincing him to draw up a
major huge loan packet, in which I will
get the proceeds and I will make those
six little critters sign on that note and
they have to pay it off.

That is a plan that is not particu-
larly attractive to this grandfather. I
do not imagine it is particularly at-
tractive to any grandfather in this
body that would consider that. But
that is what we are doing as we con-
tinue to delay and delay and delay and
not address the bad math problem we
have with Social Security.

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, one of
the things that I think is so important
of the Republican model of sitting
down at the kitchen table with you as
a grandparent, with your children and
with your grandchildren to work out
something that is fair. That is the ap-
proach we need across America. That is
the approach that we need in the
United States Congress.

But the thing that is important to re-
member as we look at this, in 1937, the
tax on Social Security was 1 percent
employer, one percent employee. A 1
percent 1 percent match. In 1960 it was
3 percent and 3 percent. In 1978, 5 per-
cent and 5 percent. Today it is 6.2 and
6.2 percent. We have raised the taxes on
Social Security twenty different times
since 1937.

Now, there are those on the other
side, there is no bill, but they do talk
a little bit around the edges, well, they
just need to increase taxes.

If you increase taxes 1 percent for
you, and you are under 65, I do not
know how old the gentleman is. The
gentleman is in great shape. I do not
know the gentleman had six grand-
children. Let us say he is 45 years old.
Let us say he is 50 years old. That
means his taxes might go from 6.2 to
7.2 percent. One percent. But think
about a 23-year-old entering the work-
place, how much that 1 percent means
year after year in paying into it.
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Okay. Let us just say that is tough,
that might just be the way some people
think they do not have any sympathy,
but one of the things that we have to
understand is that if you are an em-
ployer and you have 1,000 employees,
every time it gets more expensive to
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hire an employee, you are going to
look for ways to reduce your work-
force.

So, if we decide, well, this is the only
way out of here is to increase taxes on
the workers, which is matched by the
employer, then it is going to be a job
killer. I do not know how many jobs
would be reduced, but we do know from
standard economics that the more ex-
pensive it gets to hire somebody, the
least likely an employer is to hire
somebody. They are going to look for
ways to reduce the workforce, not to
increase it.

One of the things this Republican
party has worked very hard on is cre-
ating more jobs, and so it is
counterintuitive to us to increase taxes
on employers and employees.

Mr. CONAWAY. Well, I spent 30-plus
years as a CPA working for a variety of
clients and situations, and it has been
my experience with those clients that,
as Congress has reduced taxes, as tax
bills have gone down, that most em-
ployers use that money to invest in
new employees and invest in new
equipment, in new process, to expand
their businesses, and as the gentleman
pointed out, when taxes go up, some-
body loses a job.

I would also like to point out one
other thing while we are talking about
Social Security and, that is, current
beneficiaries and near-term bene-
ficiaries.

Every chance I have gotten, every
chance I hear of anyone talking about
a plan, it includes a clear, unequivocal
statement that if you are on Social Se-
curity benefits, if you are a near-term
beneficiary, those benefits will con-
tinue; you will continue to get your
checks. So whatever it is, whatever so-
lutions we come up with, I will be able
to look at my mom and dad, who are
current beneficiaries, and tell them
that on the 3rd of every month, that di-
rect deposit is going to hit the bank,
just like it did last month and the
month before that. You will not, Mom
and Dad, be able to outlive your Social
Security benefits because, in my mind,
Social Security is a contract with our-
selves.

We are not going to breach Social Se-
curity. It is a public policy issue that I
think has served this country well for
75 years. It is a great concept to have
a floor, a level of lifetime annuity that
you know will be there for the rest of
your life. We have got that for the cur-
rent generation of beneficiaries. I
think it is a good idea that we ought to
have it for my grandchildren, that they
also would have a plan in place, funded
over their work life, that would allow
them to have a lifetime annuity, that
would provide them and their families,
at a modest level, of course, because
Social Security was never intended to
be a robust retirement. It was always
intended to be a safety net, a bare min-
imum, a modest lifestyle that you
would lead, but nevertheless, one that
would allow you to exist in your retire-
ment age.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Georgia.

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the gentleman yielding.

I was talking a little bit earlier, Mr.
Speaker, about this press conference
that the gentlewoman from California
(Ms. PELOSI), the minority leader, and
others had today or maybe it was the
end of last week. It included, of course,
the minority whip, and they kept talk-
ing about the President, President
Bush ought to be ashamed of himself
for raiding the Social Security trust
fund. Now, that is so disingenuous. The
mendacity of that is appalling.

The $1.7 trillion in the trust fund is
gone and we all know, and I think the
American people, Mr. Speaker, know,
as we have tried to explain, the Presi-
dent explained, that money has been
spent on other governmental functions.
I am not saying that it was inappropri-
ately spent. You spend a little bit more
money on the veterans and on defense
of this country. If you spend a little bit
of money on agriculture, our farmers,
education or K-12 and higher ed, these
are legitimate costs of government.
But this has been going on for 70 years,
the trust fund has been raided, and dur-
ing at least 50 of those 70 years, who
has been in control of this Congress? I
think we all know that, the Democrats.

Then, for the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. PELOSI), the minority lead-
er, and the gentleman from Maryland,
the minority whip, to suggest that this
President has been raiding the trust
fund is appalling. They know better.
They know absolutely better that we
have had deficit spending since 2001 and
9/11 and the dot.com bubble burst and
having to stand up the Department of
Homeland Security and go and fight
the terrorists, not on our shores, and to
prevent them from coming again and
striking us here on our home land.
Yeah, we have had some deficit spend-
ing. These are emergency times. We are
in a shooting war, but this President
has in no way, shape or form raided the
trust fund.

I think the Democrats ought to
apologize for their leader, to give that
kind of press conference knowing that
that is not truth.

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I want
to speak to that point, though, because
I do think it is something on a bipar-
tisan basis we could probably come up
with something.

I have been working on a lock box
bill which was originally the idea of
the gentleman from California (Mr.
HERGER), a Republican Congressman,
and we passed it off the floor of this
House, but what a lock box really
would do is take that Social Security
surplus and keep Congress from spend-
ing it. The reason why it is spent now
is because the surplus goes out, buys
Treasury bills, pays about 4.1 percent
on the average right now to the Social
Security trust fund, but the revenues
that come in from it, do go into gen-
eral revenue, and then Congress does
spend it on veterans and education and
health care and so forth.
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But I think it is a concept we could
work on together on a bipartisan basis
to come up with a lock box to dis-
continue that Dbipartisan practice
which has been the practice for decades
and decades.

Yet, to date, I do not have any Demo-
crats who want to work with me on
this bill, and again, I am asking the
Democrats, just come down here and
let us talk, let us engage. That is what
they are paid to do, come up with
ideas. It is not good enough to come in
here and vote in and have a little whin-
ing press conference and saying we do
not like this or that.

If you look at the Democratic agenda
for the year, they have established two
major issues. One is we do not want to
do anything on Social Security, period.
They have gone from New Deal to the
no deal, and this is their position; they
are not going to offer, they are not
going to help on Social Security.

Their second issue was we hate the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. DELAY). It
is not we want to punish somebody who
may have an ethics issue. It is, we hate
the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
DELAY). It is the politics of hatred and
personal attack, and beyond that, you
say to yourself, okay, all right, let us
move on.

Transportation: Republicans, here;
Democrats, silence in the chamber.

We go on to energy. Republicans,
here; Democrats, silence in the cham-
ber.

We go to health care, and the gen-
tleman is chairman of the Health Care
Task Force. Health care: Republicans,
here; Democrats, nothing.

It goes on down the line, with Iraq
and terrorism and issue after issue.
Tort reform. None of the leadership
have voted for civil liability reform.
They have not cosponsored it. On bank-
ruptcy reform, they have not been
there. Class action reform, they have
not been there. Two things on their
agenda and they are both negative
noes.

Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
both the gentlemen from the great
State of Georgia for joining me to-
night.

We have been joined in the chamber
by another freshman colleague of mine
from North Carolina (Mr. MCHENRY)
and I would be pleased to yield to him.

Mr. MCHENRY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
CoNAWAY) and I certainly appreciate
my good friend from Texas yielding me
a moment to speak about this.

It has been significant, the achieve-
ments this Republican Congress, in
fact this Republican President, have
had in the first 100 days of this new
Congress.

It is rather significant that with nar-
row margins, very small margins here
in the House, small margins in the Sen-
ate and with a Republican President,
we have been able to pass wonderful
proposals into law, and just by having
a narrow margin here in the U.S. House
of Representatives, with Republican



May 3, 2005

control, we have reached out to the
Democrats.

Those reasonable Democrats on the
other side have said we will join you,
we think there is too much lawsuit
abuse and we should rein in these class
action lawsuits. They have said, We
need to have a comprehensive energy
policy for the United States, and it is a
wonderful thing that so many good
Democrats on the other side have
joined us.

What we are beginning to see is they
have complaints in the Democrat lead-
ership. The gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. PELOSI) and the gentleman
from Maryland (Mr. HOYER) certainly
are leading the Democrats with their
policy proposals. I say policy proposals,
but it is really process proposals. They
cannot beat us when it comes to policy,
and so they have to sit on the sidelines
and complain about the procedures,
complain about the process.

The reason why they are complaining
about these things is, quite frankly,
they do not have any real substantive
proposals. All they can do is sit on the
sidelines and complain and complain
and complain.

What the Democrat leaders are see-
ing is that their rank-and-file Demo-
crats see that the Republicans actually
have ideas. We have proposals in order
to move America forward, and it is sub-
stantial that we have had so many
Democrats join with us on these bills
that we have passed here in the U.S.
House of Representatives.

It is a wonderful thing to see Demo-
crats leaving their leadership behind
and saying, you know what, we see you
do not have any ideas, so we are going
to join the party that has ideas, that is
moving America forward, and we are
going to vote with them.

So I encourage those on the other
side of the aisle to come join us, join
with the wonderful proposals that we
are offering America.

It is wonderful that the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. CONAWAY) has had this
hour to discuss our first 100 days, the
enormous impact that this Congress
has had on America in a short amount
of time. It is a wonderful thing, as a
fellow freshman lawmaker, to join the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. CONAWAY)
in talking about our successes because,
as a freshman lawmaker, we have tried
very hard these first 100 days to have a
significant impact not only on America
but for our constituents back at home
and, in my case, the people of the 10th
District of North Carolina, Western
North Carolina; for the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. CONAWAY), the people of
West Texas.

We have worked very hard on policies
that help our constituents and lift
votes at home, lift all votes at home,
while at the same time doing what is
right for the people of America and, in
fact, proposals that make the world a
more secure place.

So I thank the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. CONAWAY) for hosting this hour. I
certainly appreciate him yielding me
time to be here.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

In fact, I just spent a few moments
with one of my former colleagues in
the North Carolina State House, Tim
Moore, a good friend of mine when I
was in the State House, and we were
talking about the things that Congress
has actually done to move things for-
ward, to move a conservative agenda
forward and do what is right for Amer-
ica. It is wonderful that I was able to
come here and participate in this won-
derful opportunity that we have had. I
say it is wonderful for me to be able to
participate. It is wonderful that the
gentleman hosted this hour, and I am
thankful that he opened this time for
me.

Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my friend from North Carolina. He also
is cutting a wide swath through the ac-
tivities around here, and he has done a
good job for the folks of Western North
Carolina.

I would like to amplify a theme that
he has talked about, and that is the
strong bipartisan support we have had
on six major pieces of legislation. As I
walk through these and explain kind of
what the legislation did, I will also
point out the number of Democrats
who joined the Republicans in passage
of these bills.

One of the early pieces of legislation
was the class action lawsuit reform,
the Class Action Fairness Act, in which
50 Democrats joined their Republican
colleagues in passing this bill that ad-
dresses some very serious problems fac-
ing our courts with respect to the large
interstate class action cases that are
being heard. This legislation moves
those cases into Federal courts and al-
lows for the defendants in those cases
to have a fair chance of having their
rights not abused in forum shopping in
State courts.

We also passed the REAL ID Border
Security Act. There again 42 Demo-
crats joined the Republican colleagues
in passage of this very important first
step. As my colleague, the gentleman
from Georgia (Mr. KINGSTON) men-
tioned about immigration reform,
which is something that this body
ought to be taking up in serious ways,
but this is a great first step in that in-
stance by requiring that States, if they
want their citizens to use their driver’s
license to get on to airplanes and get
into Federal facilities, that they will
have to have certain standards by
which they issue those driver’s licenses
to their citizens and to others in their
State.
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It also closes some loopholes in the
asylum laws as well as strengthening
our deportation laws.

We have an interesting, odd fact;
that if a person were on a terrorist
watch list and attempted to get into
this country, we have every right to
not let them in. We can simply refuse
to let them in. But if we come across
this same person already in this coun-
try who had these terrorist ties and
connections, those are not grounds for
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deportation. So this REAL ID Act will
address that inconsistency.

We also go about finishing an impor-
tant physical border problem that we
have in Southern California and about
a 3-mile stretch of a long-needed fence
and barrier between Mexico and South-
ern California.

We have also passed and sent to the
Senate the death tax repeal. This is
something all good Republicans, of
course, have campaigned on every time
they have run for office and run for
election. This is an important repeal
of, in my mind, a bad public policy. We
tax every single thing we do in life: We
tax our incomes, we tax our sales, we
tax purchases, we have excise taxes on
everything. We ought to be able to get
out of this life tax free. Taxing death
seems to me on its face a bad public
policy, and this Congress in 2001 and
2003 began the process of repealing the
death tax over a 10-year period so that
in 2010 it goes away fully.

The bad news is that in 2011 it comes
back in, fully, with a 55 percent part-
ner in the Federal Government. The re-
peal of the death tax will make that re-
peal in 2011 permanent so that families
can be about passing on their inherit-
ances to their families and children
and their heirs and their charities in
ways they choose and that they are not
forced to do this in ways that has
Uncle Sam as a 55 percent partner in
that deal.

Did I mention that 42 Democrats
joined the Republicans in passing that
bill and sending it to the Senate?

We also passed a bankruptcy abuse
bill in this Congress, the Bankruptcy
Abuse Prevention and Consumer Pro-
tection Act of 2005, which closed many
of the loopholes being taken advantage
of by folks who really should not have
been taking advantage of them. The
bankruptcy laws, for those truly bank-
rupt, are there and in place, but it pro-
vides for a review of their cases to
make sure that if they can, in fact, pay
something back to their creditors, that
they are required to do that. We had 73
Democrats join us in the passage of
that bill.

Mr. GINGREY. If the gentleman will
yield for just a second, and I appreciate
the gentleman yielding, because when
he mentioned the Bankruptcy Reform
Act and the fact that declaring bank-
ruptcy was never meant to be part of
someone’s financial planning, it made
me think of the gentleman’s comments
a little earlier in regard to the heavy
lift, relatively speaking, of the Social
Security modernization, but not nearly
as heavy a lift as trying to do some-
thing about Medicare and Medicaid,
and I just wanted to speak to that just
briefly.

First of all, our friends on the other
side of the aisle want to suggest to the
American people, Mr. Speaker, that we,
the Republican majority, have done
nothing about Medicare, when in fact
we passed the Medicare Modernization
and Prescription Drug Act in December
of 2003, and we had the interim Medi-
care Discount Drug Card, which for our
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neediest seniors, gave a $600 credit per
year for 2 years. That is $1,200 worth of
free, much-needed prescription drugs
for our neediest seniors. And the relief
that we bring to them we have not yet
seen but we will see it as 2006 begins,
January, when part D, the Prescription
Drug Act, starts.

But in regard to the Medicaid sys-
tem, our colleagues on the other side of
the aisle also say, well, why do we
spend so much money on Social Secu-
rity when what we really need to do is
address the Medicaid problem. Let me
just say this, Mr. Speaker. We have a
Medicaid problem. There is no question
about it. But that Medicaid problem is
primarily because of three things:
Waste, fraud, and abuse. And I can put
it in one phrase: Gaming the system.

In fact, there are States in this great
Nation that have figured out a way to
leverage the system and draw down
more Federal dollars and that sort of
thing, and then use the money to cover
other expenses that have nothing to do
with health care, and that is gaming
the system. We need to fix it, and we
will.

But these seniors and our children
and our grandchildren that need Social
Security, that problem exists not be-
cause they have gamed the system.
And I think my colleague from Texas
understands that so well, Mr. Speaker.
These people, through no fault of their
own, are not going to have something
that they have paid into with their
money. They had no choice. It was al-
most confiscated from their paycheck.
So we have to solve that first.

And I applaud the Ileadership for
sticking to their guns on this. Not just
the President, but, as I said earlier, our
great majority leader, the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. DELAY), and our
Speaker of the House. They are right,
we need to address this problem, do the
heavy lifting, and worry more about
the next generation than the next elec-
tion.

With that, I yield back to my col-
league from Texas.

Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my colleague from Georgia.

There are two other reported bills we
have passed in this first hundred days
of the 109th Congress that have gained
broad Democratic support. The first
was the Continuity of Government Act.
This would provide set procedures for
holding elections should 100 or more of
our colleagues be killed in some sort of
an event. That bill enjoyed 122 Demo-
crats joining with their Republican col-
leagues in the passage of that bill.

The final one I want to talk about
which the Democrats showed support
for is the Energy Policy Act of 2005. We
have all had, those of us who drive
automobiles, have had the wonderful
opportunity of pulling up to the pump
and paying prices for gasoline that are
the highest we have ever paid, in our
minds. I am not speaking to whether
that is right or wrong, but it is cer-
tainly an expensive process to drive an
automobile these days.
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We passed the Energy Policy Act,
which, unfortunately, is not designed
and does not have the capacity to have
an immediate impact on gasoline
prices. That is a long-term problem, it
has been a long time coming, and there
is no silver bullet. There is no imme-
diate solution to that. It is simply sup-
ply and demand.

As more of us continue to drive, as
China continues to go from a bicycle
economy to a moped economy to a 4-
cylinder engine economy, to a 6-cyl-
inder engine economy, their demands
for crude oil and gasoline continues to
grow much faster than anywhere else.
India, likewise, has significant growth
in their demand for the use of gasoline
and crude oil. So it is a supply-and-de-
mand issue that the Energy Policy Act
we have just passed and sent over to
the Senate just cannot address.

However, it can address opportunities
to reduce our dependency on crude oil
imported and natural gas imported
from other countries. Each barrel of oil
and each MCF of natural gas that we
need to import from other sources
makes us more dependent on those
sources. Now, while we will never wean
ourselves, or certainly not in our life-
times, from imported crude oil and nat-
ural gas, we can take the necessary
steps and the rational well-thought-out
steps to reduce our dependency on that
imported crude oil and imported nat-
ural gas through a variety of opportu-
nities.

These opportunities include encour-
aging renewable energy sources, like
wind generation for creating elec-
tricity. We have to know how to learn
to burn coal cleanly. We currently cap-
ture sulfur properly, but we do not cap-
ture the CO2 that is emitted when coal
is burned. India and China will dwarf
our coal consumption in their own ca-
pacity, in their usage of coal to gen-
erate electricity. We have to develop
technologies that will capture that CO2
and dispose of it properly. Because
whether you believe in greenhouse
gases or global warming or not, the
evidence is pretty clear there is more
carbon dioxide in the air today than
certainly in any of our lifetimes. So
capturing that CO2 that is created
when coal is burned is an essential part
of this. This energy bill would provide
dollars for the research for that tech-
nology.

It also creates jobs. Because as we
continue to develop new ways to pro-
vide energy for this country, jobs are
created when that happens.

We have a litany of other things I
want to quickly run through in the
final 5 minutes I have to brag on this
House for the first 109 days. We passed
a Supplemental Appropriations Act
that will provide for the global war on
terror funding in Iraq and Afghanistan,
as well as some modest tsunami relief
and other funding. This has gone to the
Senate, is in a conference now, and will
be back to us later this week.

We passed a budget resolution last
week that for the first time since Ron-
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ald Reagan we cut nondefense, non-
Homeland Security discretionary

spending, and it provides for reconcili-
ation for the first time since 1997. This
is another real accomplishment given
the circumstances that we find our-
selves in.

We have also passed the Transpor-
tation Equity Act of 2005. This provides
for $284 billion in transportation spend-
ing on the needed infrastructure im-
provements for our highways and
bridges and other transportation infra-
structure needs that will be spent over
the next 6 years. We need that legisla-
tion to pass in the Senate so that the
President can sign that bill and we can
get on with the process of building a
transportation infrastructure that will
allow our economy to continue to grow
and expand.

We have also passed the Job Training
Improvement Act earlier in this ses-
sion, which simplifies and combines
some of the job training programs that
are in our community colleges and col-
leges.

Mr. Speaker, we have had a terrific
first hundred days. As a freshman, it is
my first term here and it has been an
exciting hundred days. I suspect the
next hundred days will be as exciting
as well, as we take up hopefully some
specific plans on Social Security, and I
look forward to joining with my Demo-
crat colleagues, as we have done on six
of these bills that I mentioned, in pass-
ing solutions to problems that face this
country.

———

HEALTH INSURANCE CRISIS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DENT). Under the Speaker’s announced
policy of January 4, 2005, the gentle-
woman from Wisconsin (Ms. BALDWIN)
is recognized for half the time until
midnight.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. BALDWIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have b5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on the subject of my special order this
evening.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Wisconsin?

There was no objection.

Ms. BALDWIN. Mr. Speaker, for the
third consecutive year, this week our
country has designated Cover the Unin-
sured Week. Led by former Presidents
Ford and Carter, hundreds of national
and local organizations, as well as
thousands of Americans in all 50
States, are participating in week-long
activities to highlight the national
health care crisis. This is one of those
annual events that I wish we did not
need to observe.

Cover The Uninsured Week should be
unnecessary. Moreover, millions of
Americans who are underinsured
should not be paying such a high price
both emotionally and financially.
There is simply no justifiable reason
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why the United States is the only in-
dustrialized country in the world that
does not guarantee health care for all.
So, Mr. Speaker, I rise tonight to draw
attention to the 45 million Americans
who do not have health insurance and
the millions more who are under-
insured.

Our Nation is in the midst of an esca-
lating health care crisis. As health care
costs soar, it becomes increasingly dif-
ficult for Americans to obtain com-
prehensive and affordable health care.
Our current health care system is fail-
ing not only the 45 million Americans
who are uninsured, but also millions
more who do not receive comprehen-
sive health care. We can no longer turn
our backs while millions more lose ac-
cess to health care.

Additionally, health care is becoming
increasingly expensive even for those
who are fully insured. Rising pre-
miums, increasing deductibles, and the
increasingly high cost of prescription
drugs are making health care more and
more unaffordable for those who have
insurance. The lack of comprehensive
and affordable health care affects every
single Congressional district in this
Nation. To highlight this issue and the
real impact that being uninsured has
on the lives of Americans, I have de-
cided to read to my colleagues from
some of the people that I represent in
their own words. Often the people most
affected tell the story of our
uninsurance crisis more eloquently
than many policymakers.

I would like to begin with a few let-
ters from my district in Wisconsin that
express real people’s struggles as part
of our Nation’s 45 million uninsured.
Starting with Kimberly from Madison,
Wisconsin, Kimberly writes ‘I am writ-
ing you today because of my family’s
frustration and anxiety over health
care. My husband recently quit his job
to launch his new company. Obviously,
it will take some time for his new com-
pany to see any profit, much less in-
come. In the meantime, we are without
health insurance.”” She writes, “I am 5
months pregnant, and we have a 2-
year-old son. Because of my preexisting
condition, we cannot buy affordable
health insurance. COBRA would cost us
$1,200 a month. I am currently applying
for Medicaid and other forms of public
assistance as a last resort. This is ri-
diculous.”

[ 2300

‘““As someone with no insurance, I
wonder what could possibly be the
problem with implementing a public
health care system. Oh, I have heard
the horror stories about having fewer
choices and doctors, longer waiting
lists for procedures, and less incentive
among doctors and researchers to de-
velop new techniques. What is most
frightening for me is the chance that
my son might get sick or my baby
might be born with expensive com-
plications and we are uninsured.”

Janet from Portage, Wisconsin writes
to me: ‘I have a b3-year-old brother
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who has psoriasis all over his body and
arthritis caused by this. Three weeks
ago he fell and needs surgery on his
shoulder to repair it. He has no job, no
money and no insurance. We started
looking for a program to help him.
There are none that we can find. There
is nothing to help him get his shoulder
fixed, but after it heals wrong and he is
disabled because of it, then there are
programs to help him. They will not
help him get it fixed so he can find a
job. Instead, they would rather support
him for the rest of his life instead of
trying to help him now.”

Gail from Janesville, Wisconsin
writes: “My husband lost his job in Oc-
tober 2003. He has applied for over 100
positions only to be told that he lacks
a college degree or he is overqualified
or they can only pay $8 an hour.” Gail
writes: “I was diagnosed with breast
cancer in June 1989 and again in 2003. I
have gone through breast cancer twice,
and have undergone a mastectomy and
reconstructive surgery. COBRA has run
out and without a stable income, we
cannot afford to pay the premiums of
our own health care policy. My hus-
band is 59 years old and I am 58 years
old. We have no medical coverage. I
have looked in every insurance com-
pany and get turned down because of
my medical history. All our lives we
paid into these insurance companies
only to be turned away when we need
that coverage the most.”

Lisa from Madison writes: ‘I write to
tell you and let you know that I under-
stand why most people would not think
there is a health care crisis. Most mid-
dle-class employed people never have
to do an insurance questionnaire. We
just sign on the dotted line and get
into a group policy with our em-
ployer.” Lisa writes: “I am a very
healthy person and my husband and
children are very healthy. We cannot
get insurance. I think everyone should
attempt to get an individual health in-
surance policy to see just how impos-
sible it is. I am not a risk, really I am
not. I am terrified right now because
we are uninsured. The insurance com-
panies are not concerned with our
health. They are concerned with prof-
its. That is sad and that is wrong.”’

Countless studies, including that of
the Institute on Medicine has con-
firmed over and over again that unin-
sured has real consequences. One of
those most serious and troubling con-
sequences of being uninsured or under-
insured is having to postpone or skip
needed health care. Families USA re-
ports that one out of five Americans
has postponed needed medical care due
to lack of coverage. And of those, more
than one in three said the delay
brought about significant pain or suf-
fering. This is happening every single
day all over America.

Another letter I received from Carol
from Madison says: ‘‘As someone who
has had no health insurance at all for 3
years, I can tell you that it was pretty
miserable being one of the 45 million
people in this country without health
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insurance. Not long ago, my best friend
died at age 42 because of ovarian cancer
because she did not have health insur-
ance and waited too long to see what
was causing all of her symptoms. Yes,
people in America actually die from
not having health insurance.”

Darla from Fitchburg, Wisconsin
writes: “I lost my job because of unpre-
dictable attendance due to my health
issues. Upon losing my job, I signed up
for COBRA. Last week I received a let-
ter indicating my COBRA eligibility
ends soon. In order for me to get health
coverage, I would have to work at least
20 hours per week. My physicians be-
lieve that would do me more harm than
good relating to my health issues. If 1
do not get some kind of health insur-
ance, I will need to stop all treatments
as I have no money to pay for doctors’
services. My prescription drugs will
have to stop as I will not be able to pay
for them either. What can I do?”’

Heather from Waterloo, Wisconsin
writes: ‘I am married. Together with
my husband, I own a home. We live a
modest, middle-class life, managing al-
ways to have what we need except for
health care coverage. My husband has
excellent health care at his job, but for
me to also be covered by the plan, we
would need to pay nearly $400 per
month. That is two-thirds as much as
our mortgage. Through school, I have
worked less and less. In order to ma